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The SPEAKER iMr Thompson) took the
Chair at 11.00 a.m., and read prayers.

STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE
Members

THE SPEAKER (Mr Thompson): I have to
announce that I have received the resignations of
the member for Canning (Mr Bateman) and the
member for Swan (Mr Skidmore) from the
Standing Orders Committee.

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-Premier)
111.03 a.m.] I move, without notice-

That Mr Bryce MLA and Mr Parker
MLA replace the two members whose
resignations have been tendered and received
by the Speaker.

In doing so, 1 advise that I have received official
notification from the Leader of the Opposition
that thcse are the two members it seeks to elect to
replace the retired members.

1 think it would be appropriate that we record
our appreciation of the services of the two retiring
members.

Question put and passed.

BILLS (3): INTRODUCTION AND
FIRST READING

I . Chiropractors Amendment Bill
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Young

(Minister for Health), and read a first
time.

2. Marine Navigational Aids Amendment
Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Rushton
(Minister for Transport), and read a
first time.

3. Door to Door (Sales) Amendment Bill.
Bill introduced, on motion by Sir Charles

Court (Premier), and read a f irst time.

CANCER COUNCIL OF
WESTERN AUSTRALIA

AMENDMENT BILL
Third Reading

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Young
(Minister for Health), and transmitted to the
Council.

CHANGE OF NAMES REGULATION
AMENDMENT HILL

Mlessage: Appropriations

Message from the Administrator received and
read recommending appropriations for the
purposes of the Bill.

ABORIGINAL HERITAGE BILL (No. 2)

Returned

Bill returned from the Council without
amendment.

ADMINISTRATION AMENDMENT BILL
Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Council; and, on motion
by Sir Charles Court (Premier), read a first time.

Second Reading

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the
second reading.

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-Premier)
1f10 a. ].- I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.

Under the existing provisions of the
Administration Act 1903, and the non-
contentious probate rules of 1967, it is not
possible for country solicitors to file probate
applications by post. They must arrange for an
agent within the city of Perth to personally file
any application.

This Bill seeks to rectify that situation and
enable country solicitors to file probate
applications in the Supreme Court by post. The
proposed amendments will enable judges of the
Supreme Court to amend the non-contentious
probate rules to facilitate this new procedure.
This will enable an address for service of notices
and process to be given anywhere in the State.

The proposals have the support of the Hon.
Chief Justice and have been approved by the joint
costs rules and practice committee of the Law
Society of Western Australia.

It is considered that the new arrangement will
speed up the processing of documents and reduce
costs for country people.

I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Davies
(L..eader of the Opposition).
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CONSTITUTION AMENDMENT BILL (No. 3)

Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Council; and, on motion
by Sir Charles Court (Premier), read a first time.

Second Reading
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the

second reading.
SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-Premier)

[11.13 a.m.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

The object of this amendment is to provide in the
Constitution a more up to date and modern form
of oath and affirmation of allegiance. The present
form of oath is archaic in that it refers to Queen
Victoria and the colony of Western Australia.
Although it is permissible to vary the name of
Queen Victoria by referring to the reigning
Sovereign, it is clearly desirable to bring the
words into harmony with constitutional and other
changes.

It is proposed to provide the same kind of oath
of allegiance which is used by Governors,
Administrators, and Judges; that is-

1, A. B., do swear that I will be faithful
and bear true allegiance to Her Majesty
Queen Elizabeth the Second, her heirs and
successors, according to law. So help me
Cod!

This is also the form used in the Commonwealth
Constitution by members of the Commonwealth
Parliament-section 42 and schedule to the
Commonwealth Constitution.

It should be noted that the proposed oath
includes the phrase "her heirs and successors".
This means that in the event of the succession of a
new monarch to the throne, members will not
have to take a further oath, as is now the case.

It is also considered desirable to bring the
wording of the affirmation which is taken by
members of Parliament as an alternative to taking
the oath into line with that used in other
legislation and that used in the courts: that is-

1, A. B., do solemnly and sincerely affirm
and declare that I will be faithful and bear
true allegiance to Her Majesty. Queen
Elizabeth the Second, her heirs and
successors, according to law.

Members may recall that a clause to alter the
form of affirmation of allegiance was included in
the Acts Amendment and Repeal
(Disqualification for Parliament) Bill 1979, at the
suggestion of the Speaker and several other
members to cater for people who objected to the

previous wording. That Bill lapsed at the end of
the last Parliament, but as it was considered that
the previous proposal, although not connected
with the main purpose of that Bill, was a useful
one, the proposal has now been revived.

I think members will recall some aspects of the
previous arrangements were not satisfactory to all
concerned. I hope the new arrangements will meet
their wishes, and I commend the Bill to the
House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Davies
(Leader of the Opposition).

WATERWAYS CONSERVATION
AMENDMENT BILL

Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Council; and, on motion
by Sir Charles Court (Premier), read a first time.

Second Reading
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the

second reading.
SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-Premier)

[11.17 am.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

This Bill seeks to make provision in the
Waterways Conservation Act for the statutory
appointment of a deputy chairman for each of the
waterways management authorities.

While the schedule to the principal Act sets out
certain procedures to cover various circumstances
relating to meetings, there is no provision which
enables a management authority to be
represented on the Waterways Commission in the
absence of the chairman of an authority.

The Waterways Commission has a
responsibility for the administration of the
Waterways Conservation Act and in relation to
the various management authorities.

The management authorities in operation at the
present time are the Swan River Management
Authority; the Peel Inlet Management Authority;
and the Lesehenault Inlet Management
Authority. The chairman of each management
authority, plus the commissioner, meet as the
Waterways Commission.

As I have already mentioned, the schedule to
the Act makes provision for the election of a
member to preside as chairman of a management
authority, in the absence of the chairman, but it
specifies that the election is for that meeting only.
Therefore, if the chairman of an authority is
unable to attend a commission meeting through
illness or other reasons, there is no provision for a
deputy to attend in his stead. The management
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authority is then not represented at the
commission meeting.

Problems have also arisen when two chairmen
have been unable to attend a commission meeting
resulting in less than the required number
attending to constitute a quorum in accordance
with the Act.

The amendment to section 14 of the principal
Act will provide for the Governor to be able to
appoint a deputy chairman for each authority.

The deputy chairman shall preside at any
meeting at which the chairman is not present, and
in the absence of the chairman of that authority
from any meeting of the Waterways Commission,
shall be entitled to attend that meeting.

The deputy chairman attending a meeting of
the Waterways Commission and acting in the
office of chairman of the management authority,
has all the powers and functions and duties of a
member of the commission.

I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Barnett.

METROPOLITAN (PERTH) PASSENGER
TRANSPORT TRUST AMENDMENT

BI LL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 10 September.
MR Mel VER (Avon) 111.20 am.]: The matter

before us contains four principal amendments-
namely, to introduce a system of modifie
penalties for fare evasion, to change ticketing and
revenue collection, to provide additional
inspectorial staff, and to install invalidating
machines on buses and at Perth Railway Station.

I indicate to the Minister and the Government
that the Opposition opposes this Bill in its
entirety, on the following main grounds: firstly, it
will be uneconomic in the long term, and in the
present economic climate we think the cost of the
machines is not justified: secondly, we consider
that the installation of invalidating machines on
buses and at Perth Railway Station could lead to
a reduction in the staff of both the MTT and
Westrail. I will now elaborate those points.

The Minister said in his second reading speech
that the invalidating machines will speed up the
bus transport system. I firmly believe they will
have the reverse effect, and that rather than speed
up the system they will slow down the system.
The drivers can perform this duty, as they do
now, far more efficiently than any machine.
Experience of invalidating machines throughout
the world confirms that fact. I have done a great

deal of research into invalidating machines in
other countries of the world, and at the invitation
of the then Chairman of the MTT (Mr George
Shea)-

Mr Rushton: It is not an invalidating machine,
it is a cancelling machine.

Mr McIVER: As they board the bus,
passengers insert the ticket into a machine which
cancels it. It is called an invalidating machine.

Mr Rushton: It is a ticket-cancelling machine.
Originally it was to be an invalidating machine.

Mr MeIVER: The concept is the same. The
patron inserts the ticket into a machine, and if
anyone uses a piece of cardboard or something
like that a bell rings.

Mr Rushton: Tickets will be prepurchased
wherever possible.

Mr MOIVER: I apologise for calling it an
invalidating machine. I will now refer to it as a
cancelling machine. We have cleared up that
point.

Some time ago, the monthly ticket was changed
to a 28-day ticket, and the figures will reveal that
the change resulted in a loss of revenue. It must
be remembered that private agents are preselling
tickets and they receive a commission on every
ticket they sell, which results in a further loss of
revenue.

When the Minister is replying I would like him
to advise the House of the overall cost of these
ticket-cancelling machines. I anticipate that he
will tell us the Commonwealth Government will
provide two-thirds of the finance and the State
Government one-third. Is that correct?

Mr Rushton: Yes. I will give you an
explanation of the total cost.

Mr McIVER: Secondly, I would like the
Minister to advise whether the machines will be
installed at unattended stations, and if so, whether
they will be placed in a position where they can be
supervised. Thirdly, I want to know what the
situation will be when the ticket machine breaks
down and becomes inoperable. Will there be
standby conductors and conductresses? What is
the plan to ensure the buses continue on schedule
when the ticket machines break down?

In other countries of the world these machines
break down quite often. When manpower is
replaced with machines, this is a situation which
we must face and for which we must make
allowances. I am sure the employees of the MTT
would like clarification of that matter.

The overall cost of installing the machines will
be at least $900 000. In reply to a question I
asked on 10 August 1978, I was informed the cost
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of the machines was not available at that stage.
However, I now understand the cost will be over
$900 000, and that is a very important factor in
relation to this Bill.

Mr Rushton: Are you referring to the cost of
the cancelling machines?

Mr Mel VER: Yes. I believe they will cost over
$900 000 to install. It surprises me that the
Government is prepared to spend that amount of
money on these machines when, as the Minister
will know, the MTT staff have been endeavouring
to obtain an additional uniform per year so that
they can have a neat and tidy appearance, which
is a very vital facet of the transport industry in
which they are employed, In no other State of
Australia is there any question at all about
supplying uniforms. I am sure all members will
agree that the MTT staff, both male and female,
look very smart and neat. It is absolutely
ridiculous to haggle over the supply of uniforms to
those who do their job so conscientiously. They
have to go to the Industrial Commission to
squeeze a little finance out of the Government for
uniforms so that they can carry out their duties
effectively.

It highlights how miserable the Government has
becone to be quibbling over such a small amount
of money. Every day the Premier sheds crocodile
tears and tells us staff numbers must be cut down.
However, the staff to go are always those at the
lower levels. 1 will refer to the situation of the
inspectors in a minute.

As I have indicated. the MTT will continue to
lose money. The Government must come to grips
with the economics of its transport system. An
additional $4 million will be lost on our transport
system this year. Somehow we must endeavour to
improve the situation. When we look at the
actions taken by this Government in regard to the
economy of all facets of our transport system, it is
no wonder we are o far behind other States.

Mr Rushton: Could you give me an indication
how we could run it more economically?

Mr Skidmore: Get rid of you for a start.
Mr MclVER: Certainly I can make

suggestions, but I do not think the Speaker would
allo0w me to do so in this particular debate.

M r Bla ikie: He is a very fair Speaker.
Mr Rushton: I would say he would permit you

to do so in a second reading speech to a Bill such
ars this.

Mr McI VER: First of all I would postpone the
introduction of the cancelling machines. That
would save $900 000 for a start, and it would save
also the cost incurred in appointing three

additional inspectors. Without doubt Westrail
would need to appoint three more inspectors. The
salaries for these men would be approximately
$39 000 a year. The inspectors are salaried men
and they would be paid at least $13 000 a year
each. As well as that, provision would have to be
made for holidays, long service leave, and
sickness. Additional staff would have to be
employed to take the place of the inspectors on
these occasions. There would also be additional
workers' compensation premiums to pay.

We already have the staff to perform these
duties-we have staff at Midland and at the main
central station. It was not so long ago that the
former Chairman of the MTT introduced a
scheme for the ticket issuers to become
examiners. So, off the culf and very briefly, I
have given the Minister an idea of how to save
$900 000 plus.

The Minister must realise that his department
has to sell this idea to the public. That is the next
big hurdle to overcome. How will elderly people
feel about coming to grips with some monster
they have never faced before? They will be
confused when they seek to cancel their tickets,
and there will be delays at the departure paints. I
do not think sufficient attention has been given to
this matter. Certainly good publicity will be
needed to sell the idea to the public.

I mentioned earlier that one of the main
objections of the Opposition to this Bill is the fact
that jobs will be lost. Certainly the Minister
would well know that the railways union will not
agree to cancelling machines on the trains. The
commission was notified of this. After discussion
with the Chairman of the MTFT, it was agreed to
install a cancelling machine at the Perch Railway
Station.

I concede the point that Government
instrumentalities should not be regarded as social
service departments when it comes to employing
labour. However, we must have regard for people
who have been employed in the department for
25, 30, or 35 years. Surely lighter work should be
found for these people if they can no longer
continue in their original job because of illness.
Although this Government never shows
compassion for anyone, surely even it would agree
with my statement. The staff are fearful that in
the long term these cancelling machines will take
over their jobs, and that fear is justified when we
see the technical advances that have occurred
throughout other instrumentalities. The cancelling
machines cannot give, the customers the same
service given to them by the dedicated people who
work in our transport system.
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Some of the barriers at the Perth Railway
Station are manned by men who have suffered
serious injuries at work, or men who are
rccovering from serious operations. The
Government cannot convince me that the aim is
not eventually to replace these people with
machines, and then there will be nowhere for sick
employees to work.

Some members in this House may know Mr
Bob Brock who works at the Midland station now.
Not only is Mr Brock known in that locality, but
also thc Chairman of the MTT is aware of the
wonderful PR work this man does. He is able to
assist the commuters in many ways, and he has a
wonderful service record.

Is it any wonder that there is concern also
amongst the conductors? They fear that the
machines will replace them in the long term. If
the Minister does some homework and looks at
the situation in other countries he will see that
economically the cancelling machines will not be
as good as he expects.

I agree with the clauses of (he Bill relating to
pcnalties, and I realise why these clauses were
included. In the past people who have evaded
paying their fares have been prosecuted, but even
a person who is found guilty is fined only a
minimal amount. We must take into account the
cost of arranging the summons and paying the
court fees. So the fine imposed was quite
ridiculous when compared with the costs involved.

Now we are talking about issuing them with
on-the-spot infringement notices and fining them
$20. Let me come back to the point of the three
additional inspectors. According to my arithmetic
we will have to sell an additional 800 tickets a
week to justify the appointment of an inspector;
but when we look at the figures we see there has
been a drop in patronage both in respect of
West rail and the MTT.

Mr Rushton: It is up this year for the first time
in some years.

Mr Mel VER: I would agree with the Minister.
Hlowever, to justify the appointment of an
inspector he will have to sell an additional 800
tickets a week, and I would say he will not sell
them while this Government is in power. I would
like the Minister to interject and tell me if it is
intended to sell these tickets at unattended
stations.

Mr Rushton: Yes, but they will be connected to
base and they will be under constant control in
respect of their availability.

Mr McIVER: Then the next point I make
concerns vandalism. The Minister is talking about
spending $900 000-plus, yet not long ago Westrail

had to remove all timetables from unattended
stations as a result of vandalism. Then the MTT,
as a matter of courtesy to the public-

Mr Rushton: At my request.
Mr MOIVER: -installed timetables in

beautiful glass cases at unattended stations. What
happened? Three quarters of them were
vandalised in the first week.

Mr Rushton: Maybe we should go back to
pinning them on calico.

Mr MOIVER: I think it would be more
economical not to have them at all.

Mr Rushton: The travelling public were asking
for timetables and I agreed they should have
them. If the public cannot do better than this
vandalism we may have to go back to using
canvas.

Mr Mel VER: Let me highlight my point so the
Minister can see the reason for it. Such vandalism
is a problem of the society in which we live, and in
no way do I hold it against the Minister. If the
public do that to timetables, what are they going
to do to these ticket machines? We are talking
about many thousands of dollars, and vandalism
is a very important factor where machines are
installed at unattended stations.

Mr Rushton: Remember the unions have
demanded that they be not on the trains, but on
the stations.

Mr Skidmore: You don't listen very well, Mr
Minister. That is not what was said at all; you are
twisting words.

Mr Mel VER: In 1978 we showed a loss of S$16
million; in 1979 the loss was $24 million; and to
30 June 1980 the loss was $28 million. That is an
increase of $4 million over the previous year. and
that is a terrible amount of money. By jove, that
would buy some railcars and help to electrify the
suburban services.

Mr Rushton: Then the loss would be $40
million.

Mr MeIVER: Let us look at the escalating
interest. In 1978 it was $1 5 million, in 1979 it was
$16 million, and in 1980 it was $19 million.

Mr B. T. Burke: Look at the rates at which
they are being forced by Fraser to borrow.

Mr MeIVER: Yet this Government suddenly
gets hold of a new-fangled idea, knowing the
repercussions which will follow, and realising the
implementation of the idea could lead to
industrial unrest; and added to that is the cost of
S900 000-plus which I have already highlighted.
None of that matters to the Government. The
Government would remove the livelihood of the
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personnel who have dedicated years of their lives
to their work. No assurance of any use can be
given by the Government that their jobs will
remain because we just cannot trust the
Government. This is the Government that said the
Perth-Fremantle line would not close.

Mr Rushton: That is not true.
Mr MeIVER: Of course it is true.
Mr Davies: You have even lost your memory

now.
Mr Mel VER: The Minister's predecessor and

the Premier told the people on several occasions
that the line would not close.

Mr Rushton: The reserve is still there and the
lint is still there.

Mr MOlVER: The service is not.
Mr Rtushton: You are misleading the House.
Mr McOVER: I am not misleading the House

at all. I am making the point that this
Government cannot be trusted.

Mr Davies: I will give the Minister $1 000 if he
can get me a passenger train to Fremantle this
afternoon.

Mr McIVER: The Minister of the day and the
present Premier stated categorically that the line
would not close. So it is useless for the
Government to tell the personnel to whom I have
referred that their jobs are not in jeopardy.
Naturally there is fear and uncertainty amongst
them as to their future. if I were employed there I
would reel the same. It is quite evident why the
Opposition so strongly opposes the measure before
US.

Referring back to the economics of the matter,
if we had 38 prosecutions a week, each resulting
in a fine of $20, we would have a net return of
$39 520 in a year, bearing in mind that the
salaries alone of the inspectors proposed to be
appointed will amout to $39 000. So the
Government will be battling even to return the
wages bill, and it wonders why transport faces a
$4 million deficit this year.

.Mr Rushton: The view of the MTT is totally
opposite to yours, and I will show you that when I
reply.

Mr McIVER: The Minister will have his time,
and I am perfectly prepared to listen to him. Can
members imagine how long it will take to get the
prosecutions into the courts? Our legal members
know how long it takes to get a case heard. Good
heavens, if a person murders someone these days
he has to wait for months, so imagine how long it
will take for a person to be prosecuted in respect
of a few cents. Imagine the cost involved.

Mr Rushton: Surely you don't want on-the-spot
penalties for murder?

Mr Davies: The Government would hang them
from the nearest tree.

Mr T. H. Jones: In public.
Mr MeIVER: The last meeting of the Liberal

Party must have been a swinging meeting!
The Minister cannot deny these facts when he

gets down to the hard, nitty-gritty of the
economics. That is one of the reasons the
Opposition so strongly opposes the measure.

I will leave my remarks at that, because I wish
to speak to several clauses of the Bill. If the
Government is sincere in its intention to do
something about the economy of Western
Australia, it should reconsider the introduction of
these machines. We all know that Fraser has
virtually frozen funds to Western Australia.
Every day we read in the Press bleatings by the
Premier about the Commonwealth not giving the
State enough money to enable the Government to
get on with its road programme, etc. Yet here we
see this Government prepared to spend over
$900 000 on an instrument which is wanted by
nobody, except some person at the MTT who
probably has gone overseas and seen similar
machines operating in other countries. The
Government wants to impose these machines on
the people of Western Australia and jeopardise
the employment of men and women who have
given faithful service for many years.

It is on those grounds that the Opposition
strongly opposes this legislation in its entirety.

MR SKIDMORE (Swan) [11.51 am.]: I wish
to take up some of the points made by the
member for Avon, and to indicate clearly my
dissatisfaction with the apparent ineptitude of this
Government. It seems that not only this
Government but also Governments around
Australia cannot accept the fact that machines
which replace human beings are not the answer to
economic recovery. We must make allowance for
the fact that, as a result of the introduction of
machines, people will have their jobs taken from
them.

The machines proposed to be introduced are no
more or less than validating machines. Whatever
the Minister for Transport might say to confuse
the issue, they are validating machines. Their
function will be to validate the change in the
mode of transport of a journey; the owner of the
ticket will be able to have his validation changed
from train to bus, or the reverse. It will also
validate the date of the ticket. If that is not a
validating machine, I do not know what it is.

1585



586[ASSEMBLY]

I suggest 10 the Minister that his advisers
should have examined the ticket issuing machines
presently installed at busy railway stations in
Victoria. His officers would have been
particularly interested in the situation at the very
busy Flinders Street station. A massive ticket
issuing machine has been installed, but it has
never worked satisfactorily. If a person tried to
obtain a ticket to go to Altona, he would be just
uts likely to end up with a ticket to Cheltenham! It
is an absolute disaster; the machine is the target
of vandals, and has never done its job. When I
nmde inquiries about using it, one of the staff said
to me, "For Heaven's sake, do not use that
machine, You will not get your ticket,' and then
you will have to go through a terrible hullabaloo
to recover your money."

I wish to deal specifically with the cost of these
machines. The member for Avon mentioned a
capital investment in excess of $900 000. That
figure has not been challenged by the Minister. If
the figure were incorrect, or nowhere near the
mark, I am sure the Minister would have
interjected with his usual paternalistic attitude to
the Opposition to inform us we did not know what
we were talking about, and that he would prove us
wrong. So, we must assume the figure is near the
mark.

Mr Rushton: It is pure supposition.
Mr SKIDMORE: I intend to use pure

supposition to illustrate how that $900 000 will be
absolutely wasted. Let us assume-and I may be
being overly generous-that the workers currently
doing this job receive $12000 a year. I
understand some eight employees are affected,
which involves a wages bill for carrying out this
function of S96 000 a year. Therefore, it will take
between nine and 10 years before the capital
investment on these machines is recovered. So, the
Government could employ these workers for a
further 10 years doing the job they have already
been doing for years. Many of these workers have
disabilities, and this is an ideal form of
employment for them. I am sure the Minister has
heard the remarks made by the member for Avon
regarding Mr Bob Brock of Midland, who is well
known to me and to the administration of
Westrail.

Surely the Government must consider the
human factor in this era of technological change.
People are entitled to be considered before
machines, especially people who have dedicated a
lifetime of work to the railway system. On the
barriers in Perth is a friend of mine of some 35
years' standing; he is doing a job and thus is
maintaining his self respect. He is able to say, "I
am not on the dole: I have a job."

The Government professes to be concerned
about the employment situation. I have proved it
can keep these people employed at no extra cost,
simply by not introducing these expensive
machines. In this way, the Government would
honour its pledge before the last election that it
would find people jobs. I know we are talking
about only eight jobs, but at least that is a start
towards protecting the employment situation in
Western Australia.

The Government does not appear to be
concerned about these people. It would sooner
spend $900 000 on machines. I would imagine
that, at the end of 10 years, the machines would
be worn out and Westrail would be faced with the
prospect of spending, perhaps, $1.2 million to
replace them.

I wish to deal particularly with the
displacement of workers by such machines. The
member for Avon described most eloquently the
well-founded fear in the minds of railway workers
as to their future employment prospects. They
have the loss of jobs as a result of the closure of
the Perth-Fremantle railway line as an example.
The Minister should not try to fool people by
saying that if these eight workers are not sacked.
but are given other jobs, that we would not lose
eight jobs. Even if the Government does the right
and decent thing, and gives these people other
employment within the department, these workers
will not be replaced when they reach retirement
age. Therefore, we will still lose eight jobs; they
will be taken by machines. We cannot look at this
situation only in the short term.

The member for Avon also referred to
conductors and conductresses; they will be next.
The Government might simply say, "We will have
a period of no worker replacement." As these
people grow old, and retire, they will be replaced
by additional machines. As three or four people
retire, three or four jobs are lost, and so it goes
on.

It would seem that Liberal Governments,
particularly the Western Australian Government,
have no concern for the human factor when it
comes to people losing their jobs to machines.

I refer members to the situation at Midland.
Only the other day the Minister for Transport
and I were discussing the service Westrail
provides to patrons who drive their cars to the
Midland station, and catch the train to Perth. The
car park has been enlarged, but it is overflowing
once again. It indicates that people are prepared
to patronise a service if it is economic and
satisfactory.
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H-owever, I am darned if I can see how
Westrail will cater for an estimated 50 per cent of
the travelling public who do not wish to purchase
these tickets, or who cannot afford to purchase
them. I do not know how much these tickets are
going to cost; perhaps the Minister can inform the
House.

The Government will ask old-age pensioners to
go out and buy a ticket for $3 or $4, or whatever.
Perhaps the member for Avon could help me with
the amount.

Mr Mclver: There will be a concession, but I do
not know what it will be.

Mr SKIDMORE: It will not help, of course, if
a pensioner has to buy tickets for three months
when he might need only one or two of them.

Mr Mclver: It will help nobody.
Mr SKIDMORE: Is the idea designed to build

up patronage? People at present can walk through
the barrier to the train without a ticket, board the
train, and have the conductor issue a ticket for a
single journey. There seems to be nothing wrong
with that.

In addition to the original expense, there will be
three inspectors. If the member for Avon is
correct, they will cost $39 000 a year. When taken
over the 10 years, they will cost another S390 000
added to the bill to replace eight loyal workers.
That is just not on. It is probable that the
machines will not last more than 10 years,
anyway.

In relation to Mr Brock at Midland, *he has
been a public relations officer for the railways for
many years. He is recognised as a servant who has
given a great degree of security and
understanding to patrons using the facilities at
Midland. He makes a contribution to the railways
far and above that which would be made by a
toneless, voiceless machine that one sticks a ticket
into in the hope that it will be validated properly.

In conclusion, I refer to the Minister's second
reading speech. In that, the Minister has tried to
destroy completely his own argument by trying to
validate the validating machines. What did he
say'? He said-

It is expected that the number of cash
tickets sold by the driver under this scheme
will decline. It is also expected to have the
effect of reducing both the need and ihe
opportunity for driver supervision over
passengers entering the bus.

I have no doubt it would reduce the requirement
for the driver to issue a ticket if one already has a
ticket when boarding the bus. One would not
want to purchase another ticket; and one would

not be able to, at any rate. The next comment by
the Minister is remarkable in itself. He said-

At present, the incidence of fare evasion is
fairly low, attributable partly to the level of
driver supervision and partly to the zonal
fare system which permits transfer from
vehicle to vehicle.

This is replacing a system which the Minister says
is efficient. In this own words, he said, "There is
very little Care evasion. The driver looks after
things very well. We are now going to change it to
a system that, in 10 years, will cost us $2 million
to $3 million instead of a system that already
works very well and adequately." Then the
Minister went on to say-

With pre-sold tickets, the opportunities for
fare evasion will increase...

There is a system in which the driver supervises
fare evasion; and the Ministe- says that there is
very little fare evasion. That proves that the
drivers of the vehicles are doing a good job.

In the next breath, the Minister says, "We will
put in a machine, It Will Cost us $900 000, and it
will increase fare evasion. We will be up for three
inspectors at $39 000 to take care of that." Now,
that is not good economic sense. It is rubbish. It is
economic disaster.

That is the sort of stupidity that we can expect
only from the Minister for Transport and those
who advise him. It becomes apparent when he
condemns himself by his own words.

The Minister simply says, "The drivers are
doing a good job. I recognise it, but I have to
introduce a machine to replace the workers so
that they may be unemployed." Of course, that
goes against the pledge made by the Government
that the Minister represents, that employment
would receive some consideration. Certainly it is
receiving no consideration here.

Having said those things, the Minister then
goes on to spend nearly SI million to be rid of an
efficient system. The mind boggles! No wonder
we oppose the Bill. No wonder it is a laugh. If the
sum of $900 000 is incorrect, maybe some of what
I have been saying will fall flat on its face. If that
is so, I can only say we were informed wrongly.
However, I understand the information given to
us would be fairly reliable. I believe the Minister
has a lot to answer for.

I am concerned that people will lose their
livelihoods. It is about time the Government
stopped thinking of putting in machines to do
workers out of their jobs and to put them on the
employment market. It has been proved that 25 to
30 per cent of the school leavers coming onto the
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labour market in 1980 will never have a job in
their lifetime. it has been proved that some 40
per cent of those on the employment market at
present will never have a job.

All of the suggestions made by the State
Government and the Federal Government in
relation to employment point to economic
disaster. This is a classic example of that. The
Government thinks, "Destroy the jobs of people,
but what do they matter as long as we have
machines clinking out dollars and cents for the
capitalist system. What happens to the human
being is of no consequence."

I oppose the Bill personally, and I join my
colleague the member for Avon in our party's
disillusionment with this legislation. I oppose it
most strongly.

MR RUSHTON (Dale-Minister for
Transport) [ 12.08 p.m.]: Firstly, I must convey to
the two speakers who have presented the
Opposition case that they have jumped to
incorrect assumptions. I will give them a clear
indication of what is behind this move by. the
M TT.

Mr Skidmore: Just tell us how much the
machines will cost, for a start.

Mr RUSHTON: I will do that, too. This is a
matter that has been worked on for quite some
time by Mr George Shea and Mr Alec Robinson.
They have worked towards bringing greater
efficiency to the service. I have also seen the
analysis of their proposition by the Director
General of Transport. That analysis supports the
previous general manager and the present general
manager, or the chairman as he was then called.
That was supported also by the Commonwealth
when it assessed the proposal for a 2:1 subsidy.

I will briefly answer a couple of points raised
by the member for Avon, and then I will give a
general reply because I need to show the balance
of the whole system.

In the main, the member for Avon was making
a case for economies and for employees; and I will
answer both or those. He asked me to respond to a
couple of specific items. One of those related to
the cost of the machines; and I will give him the
total cost. He wanted me to tell him what would
happen to the machines on unattended railway
stations. The MTT advises me it will have
machines on those stations, and they will be
connected directly with the MTT by the "recall"
system. The MTT7 will receive an indication
instantly a machine is interfered with.

Mr Mclver: There will be additional costs to
have that installed-the electrical installation.

Mr RUSHTON: This is in the total cost. I will
give that cost to the member. I will answer some
of the specific points made by the member for
Avon and the member for Swan. They asked me
about the people who will be affected by the
introduction of the system, whether they will be
placed on lesser duties than they were on
originally or be discharged. I will answer that
now, and then I will cover the question in general
terms later.

This is something which is in our present
system; it i s a cost within our system.
Remembering the MTT's autonomy in running
these services, I am asking it to identify its costs
on social services and on its commercial
operations. If it is our decision that people should
be employed in lesser duties which is a cost to the
public transport system, this fact should be
identified and perhaps the costs paid by the
taxpayer as a separate item, apart from the
commercial operation of the MTT. I am
expecting the MTT to submit a report shortly on
the costs of transporting children to school and
transporting people receiving rare reductions. We
want to identify items of cost; items which
perhaps should be paid by the taxpayer. I think
this is a reasonable thing to do.

The member for Avon has indicated that we
need to identify whether or not we should have
perhaps 20 people or more carrying out light
duties which are a cost to the taxpayer. This is a
matter which needs to be identified. Perhaps these
people could carry on in their positions but be
paid by the taxpayers-not public transport. I
accept I have a responsibility to identify these
problems and make decisions on them.

The MTT has made a case from time to time
that we should not have our present volume of
people at the Perth station. The MTT believes it
should not have to pay for them. At present it
does pay the wages of these people. Some years
back there were something like 80 people
employed there.

Mr Mclver: You have closed the William
Street and Barrack Street offices.

Mr RUSHTON: The last figure presented to
me of the number of people at the Perth Railway
Station was something like 50, as against the six
people running the central bus station.

Mr Skidmiore: They were not all looking after
tickets.

Mr RUSHTON: If these people are to continue
on as they are, we must decide whether they
should be a direct cost to the commercial running
of the public transport system. We need a true
comparison of the service on a commercial basis.
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We should not denigrate any people in the system
as they are just victims of what has taken place
over the years.

Mr Mclver: How do you feel about the interest
rates we have to pay on Commonwealth loans?
Should they be shown as a separate item in the
overall deficit for the operational running of
Westrail?

Mr RUSHTON: I do not want to be distracted
from the main purpose of this Bill. We will have
an opportunity to debate that matter at a later
stage when a motion on notice is before the
House. I want to deal with the people who are
foremost in our minds. The taxpayer needs the
problem identified. This is an ongoing human
problem. It is the result of past happenings and in
the past it has been accommodated in certai n
ways. People have been employed on lesser duties
than previously and this has been included in the
total cost of running our urban public transport
system. It is a cost forming part of the MTT's
total deficit. The taxpayer needs to realise that
our public transport system includes this social
service aspect as part of the total commercial
operation of the MTT. There is no reason that
certain sections of the MTT should be carrying a
greater burden because the MTT is caring for
these social services. After all, the MTT is
performing a public service. If we did not identify
this problem we would be raising fares for the
ordinary traveller above what is a reasonable
figure.

Mr Skidmore: Nonsense.
Mr RUSHTON: It has been the Government's

endeavour to keep fares as low as possible in order
to attract people to public transport.

Mr Skidmore: If you don't get money how can
you cxpect to attract people to the system?

Mr RUSHTON: Let me explain the costs
involved and just why this package is being
presented by the MTT to the Government and
just why the Government is agreeing to support
the MTT with this innovation.

The ATMOEA, the union concerned, has
indicated to the general manager that it supports
the introduction of the ticket cancelling machines,
and the general manager has given the union a
guarantee that people will nor be put off because
of the introduction of these machines. That is the
understanding that exists between the two parties.
Ongoing negotiations are taking place between
the railway union and the MTT.

I shall make some comments now on this whole
package involving the ticket issuing machines, the
ticket cancelling machines, and the cash boxes
which are to be introduced over a period of time.

The ticket cancelling machines are expected to be
introduced on I July next year. The coin vault
box is expected to be introduced six months later
and the phasing in of the new electronic ticket
issuing machines is expected at the end of 198 1.

The MTT proposes to replace all existing ticket
issuing machines with new ones. Certainly
something has to be done, because the old
machines have been in operation for 20 years or
more. They were taken over from the old
operation. Advice to me is that they need phasing
out immediately.

Mr Mclver: Are these the telephone-type
arrangement?

Mr RUSHTON: Yes. The estimated cost of
this project is $1 .365 million at escalated prices of
which $1.250 million is to be expended in 1980-
81. I am talking now about the ticket issuing
machines. The alternatives are to do nothing or to
replace the existing ticket issuing machines.

If we were to accept the first alternative and do
nothing, the bus operator and conducting staff
would have to go back to the old system of issuing
tickets, and we have been away from that system
for a long time; that is, using chit cases with
blocks of tickets and issuing them manually to
passengers. It has been estimated that an
additional seven senior clerks and eight junior
clerks will be required under this alternative. The
estimated additional labour cost is $149000 per
annum.

The cost of printed block tickets is estimated to
be $11 000 per annum more than the existing
ticket rolls.

Mr Mclver: I am astounded you are saying this
about costs and yet you are closing the booking
office in City Arcade which is bringing in $2
million a year. It is a false economy.

Mr RUSHTON: In fairness, members should
let me develop the case, because they have asked
questions. The extra costs for the chit cases will
be $180 000 and they would need to be replaced
every 10 years. The provision of the additional
space required to handle the situation would cost
approximately $150 000.

The alternative would be to replace ticket
issuing machines. Under this alternative no
additional costs would be incurred. The only
expenditure incurred wou ld be the actual cost of
the new ticket issuing machines, which would be
$1.365 million.

Referring to the ticket issuing machines, I
should like to present an analysis of the
innovations and propositions put forward by the
MTT under the "do nothing" situation. That
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proposition is listed as labour, $149000 per
annum-the evaluation is carried out on a 20-
year pecriod-the black tickets are estimated at
$11 000 per annum; chit cases, $250000 per
annum; additional facilities, $150000 per annum;
and the total for those items amounts to $1.784
million.

We can compare the "do nothing" situation
with the "new machines" situation. In the latter
case total costs would amount to $1.359 million
which would give a saving of about $430 000 as a
result of our purchasing new machines. I do not
believe there would be any opposition to that
proposition, because that is what is needed to
replace present machines.

The next item is the ticket cancelling machines
to which the member expressed objection. In
order to facilitate the collection of fares it is
proposed to introduce ticket cancelling machines
on all buses, train stations, and ferry jetties, so
that the number of cash fare payi ng passengers
can be reduced by utilising multi-journey presold
tickets and hence decreasing overall boarding
time of bus passengers. A further proposal is to
introduce exact fare boxes on all buses so that the
counting of revenue will be facilitated. Buildings
to house coin vaults, and equipment to handle
them, will also be required at various depots.

The MTT has provided a cost for both of those
propositions. The total estimated cost of the
project is $2 685 million at escalated prices.

Mr Mclver: Good grielli

Mr RUSHTON: In 1979-80, S1 million was
approved for the ticket cancelling machines. The
project will be phased over three years as follows:
1979-80, purchase ticket cancelling machines, $1
million; 1980-81, purchase ticket cancelling
machines, $500 000 1981 -82, purchase fare
boxes, $71 5 000; 1 981-82, buildings to house rare
boxes, $470 000. That gives a total of $2.685
million.

In addition to the above capital expenditure,
maintenance costs oF $9 000 per annum have been
allowed for the ticket cancelling machines.

The summary of evaluation for the period of
analysis, which is 15 years, is as follows-

Costs $
Ticket cancelling machines 1 500000
Maintenance-59 000 pa. 70000
Fare box-$SI 185 000 1 128000

$2 698 000

1 shall refer now to a comparison of the benefits
of the situation as follows-

Benefits
Staff savings

MTT-$130 000 pa.
Westrail-$90 000 pa.

Drivers pay-in time-
$241 000 p.a.

Trip time allowance-
$279 000 pa.

Fuel savings-$85 500 p.a.

1 010000
706 000

I 873 000

2 168000
664 000

$6421 000
Over the 15-year period, a saving of about $4
million is produced.

Mr Skidmore: How can a ticket issuing
machine save fuel?

Mr RUSHTON: I shall explain the matter. If
any member would like to visit the MTT to
examine the facilities and discuss the situation, he
is very welcome to do so. I will arrange such a
visit.

Mr Skidmore: You might at least have had the
courtesy to give us this information in your second
reading speech on the Sill.

Mr RUSHTON: I had to have some extra
information to give members now.

The point made in regard to costs and the
question regarding 10 minutes per day of the
drivers' time saved, is multiplied into these
figures. More and more services arc being
demanded of the MTT and it is necessary to
consider the economics of the situation, because
the MTT must run the service as efficiently as it
can. Therefore, the MTT has put forward this
proposition in an endeavour to curtail costs. Extra
services are demanded daily, particularly in low
population density areas. It is costly to provide
such services and the MTT is attempting to do so
economically.

I should like to return to the points which have
been made concerning the economics of running
the service. I have gone through the figures and I
would be happy to give the members for Avon
and Swan a copy of them.

Mr Mclver: I would like a copy.
Mr RUSHTON: We come now to the

manpower situation. It is my understanding the
General Manager of the MTT has given the bus
union the assurance people will not be put off as a
result of the introduction of these initiatives. I
believe the union has accepted the use of these
machines and sees them as a legitimate way to
help to provide an efficient service. Of course, the
object is always to free the drivers as much as
possible from involvement in collecting fares and
issuing tickets so that they can concentrate on the
road and drive more efficiently.
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It is believed also a growing threat exists when
drivers carry large sums of money especially in
isolated areas during the night and, indeed, in the
daytime. Therefore, the use of cash boxes is
desirable. Security will be improved, because the
money will be placed in the sealed box on the bus,
so the driver will not have to carry a bagful of
money.

This proposition is seen as achieving two aims:
It will improve the security of the driver, and it
will also save time, because cash counting will be
automated as against the present manual systems
which are used. There have been great advances
already.

Mr Skidmore: Can I understand from what you
have just said the MTT does not have any sort of
automatic money counting machines into which
the conductors or drivers can put their cash?

Mr RUSH-TON: I did not say that. Progress
has made already and the MTT has machines
which assist in the sorting and counting of money.

Mr Skidmore: I understood you to say that the
drivers did not have that.

Mr RUSHTON: The proposition put forward
by the MTT is a further improvement of the
system. It will also minimise the necessity for
drivers to be involved in the exchange of money.
Such a move is seen as increasing the safety of
drivers.

I should like to return to some of the points
which have been made. 1 am happy to give
members a copy of the costings put forward by
the MTT and confirmed by the Director General
of Transport and accepted by the Commonwealth
Government which will fund the proposition on a
2 : I basis. It can be seen from the figures that,
over the next 15 years. much is to be gained by
introducing this package.

There is an interesting additional side to this
issue which I should like to present to the House:
that is. approximately three years ago the MTT
called tenders for this electronic equipment and it
received four tenders from companies with
overseas principals and one local tender. The local
company is Associated Electronic Services-

The MTT has been negotiating with that
company to develop this equipment. It is my
understanding-and it is of advantage to us-that
it will mean people will be employed within our
State. There is also the expediency that we will
have an industry which will be able to export as
well.

Mr Mclver: They will be manufactured here in
Western Australia?

Mr RUSHTON: The name of the company is
Associated Electronic Services. I am in the

process of setting up a meeting with the company.
Some progress has been made and I have provided
a timetable for development. Interest has been
expressed in this development. The MTT's
requirements have been orientated towards local
content and there is expectation of an export
industry as well.

Mr Skidmore: It will become part of the
international organisations, such as IBM-

Mr RUSH-TON: I cannot hear the member's
interjection but I believe no-one will disagree with
me when I present the objectives of the MTT in
this way.

Mr Mclver: I am pleased they are not being
made in Japan.

Mr RUSH-TON: It is all part of the proposition
and something I would have insisted upon
anyway. I think what is being done in this regard
is a plus.

Despite what people are saying, we have a good
public transport system when compared with
other States. Our system is not the cheapest but
the only way to overcome that may be to combine
the system with private enterprise. In Queensland
the Brisbane City Council carries the largest
burden of the bus services. The Queensland
Government runs the rail system but it does nor
bear the full burden of the public bus system
because there is also a private bus system in the
outer areas.

New South Wales has a mixture of the
two-that is, Government and private
enterprise-and Victoria has the same with
private buses being subsidised. This is done
because it is thought that it is cheaper to have the
private buses subsidised by the Government.

If one wished to attack the cost of running our
public transport' system one would have to think
of all sorts of methods and innovations to improve
the system. However, as far as I am concerned I
feel we have an obligation to ensure that the
people who do not have motor vehicles and who
need public transport, have a service.

We have an obligation to determine the degree
of that service and the burden the taxpayers will
have to carry.

I do not think the PITT should have to meet
the social service responsibility of running this
service. The MTT should have to meet only the
commercial aspects of the running of the service
and if this is made clear the taxpayer will have a
clear understanding of the actual position.

With the initiatives-as I have presented them
today-it will be apparent that they have a
capacity to provide far more accurate statistics
with regard to the daily running of the transport
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system than has been the case in the past. The
statistics will be fed from the buses into a central
computer and we will have a daily statistical base
from which we can make decisions. It is very
important that a public transport system should
be improved.

I say to the member for Avon-knowing he is a
fair man, unless of course he is moved by political
factors-I think the railway system and the
transport system generally is something which
should be removed from the party political arena.
We all have a responsibility to improve the
transport system and this includes urban public
transport.

I have attempted to present to the House today
a brief assessment of the operation, the
economics, and the employment position with
regard to our public transport system.

I believe the Government has an obligation to
provide a public transport system but it should
not be obliged to carry the burden of social
service responsibility within the MTL that is. the
fares for school children, pensioners and others
who pay less than full fare. Only 50 per cent of
the transport passengers pay full fare on our
transport system. That fact is not shown against
the cost of running our urban transport system.

It would be good for the morale of the people
who run our transport if they had an opportunity
to improve their performance and show a fair
assessment of their efforts. However, they are
carrying a social service responsibility whilst
running the system and this clouds the actual
position.

Mr Mclver: You have not mentioned anything
about when a machine breaks down. Will there be
standby conductors? What would happen when
the machines become inoperable?

Mr RUJSHTON: The machines at the railway
stations will be servicd and the machines on the
buses also will be serviced. There is a service
system provided for that. The ticket issuing
machines run in conjunction with the cancelling
machines.

Mr Mclver: I can assume that there is no policy
or arrangement which has been made for standby
personnel.

Mr RUSHTON: For people?
Mr Mclver: Yes, if the machines break down

en route.
Mr RUSHTON: It is generally people who

cause the inefficiencies. With these machines we
will be able to expand our services without any
undue extra cost and that is the aim of the MTT.
The machines will help to improve the service and

we will be able to extend the services to people
who have been crying out for them.

Another innovation which the taxpayer must
think about is whether or not we should bring
private buses into our operation. We had one
private operator going to Yanehep but he has had
problems. It is a very difficult area for private
enterprise and generally these people have to
operate with a subsidy.

I would like to make sure that the member for
Avon is aware that the bus unions have accepted
these cancelling machines as a method to improve
services. I would like the member for Avon also to
know that I am aware of the wishes of the people
who have been severely handicapped by their rail
services and are employed at Perth station.

Mr Mclver: I am going down there. I will talk
to them.

Mr Skidmore: May I ask the Minister to
answer a question asked by the member for Avon
by way of interjection? I do not believe the
Minister answered him. I will ask: What will
happen when the machines break down?

Mr RUSHTON: It is not very difficult to
answer that question because obviously we have
new machines in our ticket system.

Mr Skidmore: You have a man to account for
that at a station but what would happen if a
machine breaks down on a bus?

Mr RUSHTON: I have already given an
explanation.

Mr Skidmore: You have given a grandiose
explanation of what is going to take place in the
system.

Mr RUSHTON: I have asked the MTT about
this aspect and there will be an electronic system
of recall to identify the machines which are not
working. The machines will then be serviced.

Mr Skidmore: How do I get the ticket when the
machine has broken down?

Mr Davies: From the serviceman!
Mr RUSHTON: There are still people on the

trains.
Mr Skidmore: I am saying that I am trying to

get on and get a ticket'
Mr RUSHTON: One could see the conductors

or one of the other people. The member for Swan
is not being rational. I will address my remarks to
the member for Avon and say I have responded to
the question asked of me. I will be pleased to
furnish the member for Avon with the papers
which list the costs.

I am pleased to be able to put forward this
amending Bill. It is a commendable move
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proposed by dedicated people such as Mr Shea
and Mr Robinson. The Government is supporting
their proposal, and I commend the Bill to the
House.

Question put and a d
following result-

Aye
Mr Clarko N
Sir Charles Court N
Mr Cowan N
Mr Coyne N
Mr Crane N
Dr Dadour N
Mr GraydcnN
M r HeIrzfeldN
"MrP. V.Jones N
Mr LauranceN
Mr McPharlinN
Mr MensarosN

Noe
Mr Barnett N
Mr Bertram N
Mr Bridge N
Mr Bryce N
Mr B. T. Burke N
Mr Carr N
Mr DaviesN
Mr H.D. Evans N
Mr Hedge

Pa
Ayes

Mr Shalders N
Mrs Craig N
Mr Grewar N
M rO'Connor N
Mr MacKinnon N
Mr Hassell N

Question thus passed.
Bill read a second time.

ivision taken with the

s 24
Ar Nanovicli
Ar Old
Ar Rushton
Ar Sibson
Ar Sodeman
Ar Spriggs

Ar Trethowan
Ar Tubby
Ar Watt
Ar Williams
Ar Young
Ar Blaikie

(Teller)
s 17
Ar Jamieson
Ar T. H. Jones
Ar Mclver
Ar Skidmore
Ar Taylor
Ar Tonkin

4r Wilson
4r Bateman

(Teler)
irs

Noes
Ar Grill
Ar E. T. Evans
Ar T. J. Burke
Ar Pearce
Ar Parker
Ar Harman

In Committee

The Chairman of Committees (Mr Clarko) in
the Chair; Mr Rushton (Minister for Transport)
in charge of the Bill.

Clauses I to 4 put and passed.
Clause 5: Division 3A inserted-
Mr McI VER: Proposed new division 3A. 78C,

reads-
(I)I An employee of the Trust or officer or

servant of the Department or Commi ssion
may be authorised in writing signed by the
Chairman of the Trust to give infringement
notices.

(2) The Trust shall issue to each
authorised person a certificate in the
prescribed form which he shall produce
whenever required to do so by a person to
whom he has given, or is about to give, an
infringement notice.

Can the Minister indicate whether the person who
will be appointed to issue infringement notices
will have jurisdiction over ticket examiners and
others already employed in the system?

Mr RUSHTQN: I have an amendment to this
clause on the notice paper. I advise the member
for Avon that persons will be appointed both at
the MTT level and the railways level to carry out
these tasks.

Mr SKIDMORE: The Minister's explanation
in his reply to the second reading did not satisfy
me. Perhaps I am hard to satisfy, and I make no
apology for it. Clause 5 refers to infringement
notices, and alleged offenders. Nowhere can I find
Where there is any discretion allowed to an
inspector. An inspector will not have a
discretionary power when dealing with a person
such as myself who tries to buy a ticket from a
machine which is out of order. That person could
get on a train, be picked up for not having a
ticket, and be issued with an infringement notice.
He will then have to write to the department
setting out the facts. However, he could be a
person who did not understand the circumstances,
and who accepted the infringement notice. I want
an assurance that an inspector will have some
discretionary power. The only discretion available
to him is to shut his eyes and break the law.

Mr RUSH-TON: The member for Swan is
asking that we write into the Bill a discretionary
power for inspectors. He would be aware that it
would not be possible to determine every incident
that would need to be covered.

There is capacity within this legislation to cover
the situation mentioned by the member for Swan.
Wherever there is an inspectorial arrangement, in
enforcement agencies or in the Police Force, there
is a need for the people who are appointed to
carry out their tasks with common sense.

The honourable member is suggesting that we
discount the fact that the inspectors in the MTT
Or the railways have common sense, and that we
spell out in the discretionary powers every
incident. As far as I am concerned, the matter is
covered in the legislation. If a failure occurs the
legislation has the capacity to enable it to be
rectified.

I move an amendment-

Pages 3 and 4-Delete subsection (5) of
new section 7811.

In preparing the legislation the draftsman
included a capacity for a cumulative penalty
which was not intended, and it is removed by this
amendment.
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Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.

Clause 6 put and passed.

Title put and passed.
Bill reported with an amendment.

Sitting suspended from 12.53 to 2.1IS p.m.

RURAL YOUTH MOVEMENT
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
lDebate resumed from I I September.
MR PEARCE (Gosnells) 12.15 p.m.]: I can

assure members this will be a short speech. The
Rural Youth Movement Amendment Bill seeks to
change the name of the council of that
organisation, and also to change the number of
members on that council and the way in which
members can be appointed to it.

The Rural Youth Movement was instituted by
the Hawke Labor Government in 1955 as a
recognition of the needs of rural youth. In fact,
members on this side of the House have served
with distinction in various capacities in the Rural
Youth Movement, and I instance our present
deputy leader, the member for Warren, and a
former deputy leader, the member for Cockburn.
Likewise the father of the member for Fremantle
contributed a great deal to the affairs of this
organisation.

Mr Young: And the Hon. John Williams.

Mr Jamieson: Neil McNeill-no end of people
for whom it has been a training ground.

Mr PEARCE: As the point has been made. I
would just like to point out that those members
opposite who have been able to use the Rural
Youth Movement as a training ground to assist
them to achieve their ambitions were able to do so
because of the foresight of the Hawke Labor
Government back in 1955.

Mr Young: The first three fellows you
mentioned were Labor bloks-fair go!

Mr PEARCE: I am aware of that, but when
members opposite wanted to mention so many
names from their own side, I was quite happy to
agree, and to point out the assistance they had
gained from the initiative of the Labor
Government.

Mr Blaikie: I was involved in the same
movement.

Mr Jamieson: It did not do anything for you.

Mr PEARCE: I suppose not every attempt is
successful.

Sir Charles Court: Let us have a testimony
session.

Mr Blaikie: I was an adult adviser too.
Mr PEARCE: Perhaps I should not have

embarked on that little exercise, because the
organisation is looking a little tatty already.
Perhaps I should call for time out to see whether
we now oppose the Dill.

The measure before us seems to involve a little
more than a change of name of the council. Under
the original legislation, the Council for the
Advancement of the Rural Youth Movement was
established. This council did not run the
organisation, and it seems that the change of
name carries with it at least an implicit change of
function; that is to say, the council now will not
merely act to advance the movement in various
ways, but it will run the movement rather more
directly than envisaged originally. This is
probably more akin to what is happening in the
Rural Youth Movement at the present time, so
the change is not being instituted by this name
change, but is a recognition of what is happening.

Although I may have some qualms about the
changing role of the council, the Opposition is
prepared not to quibble about it.

On a slightly more serious note, I would like to
refer to the appointments to the council from
organisations such as the Farmers' Union and the
Country Women's Association, Instead of a whole
series of specific nominations to the council, now
the Minister is to appoint a number of people who
have special interests in areas the Minister thinks
are important, except that the Rural Youth
Federation retains its three nominees and the one
adult adviser is retained.

The remaining members of the council are to
be appointed by the Minister with no guidelines at
all. This is consistent with the line of action the
Government has taken over the last few years
when disbanding organisations, semi-
governmental instrumentalities, authorities, or
commissions. Whereas previously nominees were
appointed from specific interest groups, the
Government is now substituting a pool of people
all of whom are to be appointed by the Minister.

The Opposition is not satisfied with this
approach generally because it seems to us that
with a council composed of nominees of individual
groups which have an interest in the organisation,
we are likely to obtain a genuine cross-section of
people interested and involved in that organisation
on the council. The members would be there with
a degree of independence because they are not
dependent upon ministerial approval but
dependent on their position in a particular
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organisation and their ability to carry out the
wishes of the organisation that nominated them in
the first place.

We are very much in favour of having nominees
from specific organisations on boards or councils
of this type because we feel it is a more effective
way of getting representation from the area of
interest involved. We do not believe the
Government should be filling up these councils
with its own nominees; but that is very much the
policy of the present Government. The present
Minister will be well aware that we were bitterly
opposed to this in certain other areas such as the
Western Australian Post-Secondary Education
Commission. We opposed the proposition that the
Government should be given this power of
appointment in that case.

That being so, I indicate that the advice the
Oppositon has received on this matter is that the
individual groups which are losing their nominees
are not particularly sorry to see them go and,
generally, are happy with the proposed
amendment.

Under those circumstances I make that
philosophic point on behalf of the Opposition, and
indicate that it is not our intention on this
occasion to carry our philosophic objection into
action to the extent of voting against the Bill.
With those few words, I indicate that the
Opposition will not oppose the amendment.

MR CRAYDEN (South Perth-Minister for
Education) [2.23 p.m.]: I thank the member for
Gosnells and the Opposition for their support of
the Bill.

Mr Davies: You didn't do much harm with that
speech.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc.
Bill passed through Committee without debate,

reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

MURDOCH UNIVERSITY AMENDMENT
DILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from I I September.
MR PEARCE (Gosnells) [2.26 p.m.]: If I was

prepared to say that the Opposition would not
oppose the previous measure, I am prepared to go
further with regard to the Murdoch University
Amendment Bill and to say that the Opposition
will support it.

The main thrust of the Bill, which is in two
parts, is to amend the composition of the
Murdoch University Senate by increasing the
number of academic staff members on the senate
from three to four, and adding a non-academic
staff member. That is a very significant step
forward in the operations of tertiary institutions
at that level in Western Australia, and one which
has the wholehearted support of the Opposition.

As a corollary to that, the amendin Bill will
prevent staff members, academic or otherwise,
from holding other positions on the senate that
might be elected, for example, by convocation.
However, given the proportion of staff
representation that is guaranteed both in respect
of academic and non-academic staff, that seems
to be a reasonable proposition.

The second part of the Bill is to give a stronger
legislative base to parking regulations made by
the Murdoch University Senate, and to enhance
its ability to enforce the regulations. I have to say
that two or three times in this place over the last
couple of years we have had demonstrated to us
the unsound legislative base of the regulation-
making powers of universities. Recently we had to
amend the University of Western Australia Act in
a similar manner.

I think the Minister and his department ought
to have a close look at the legislative base on
which the universities make regulations, to try to
provide universities with a sound foundation
which would allow them to make regulations
without constantly having Bills brought to
Parliament to have the regulations post-validated.

The present situation is very unsatisfactory and
one which I believe is in part brought about by
the reluctance of the Government to give
universities a fair and reasonable degree of
independence from the Legislature. The
Government in recent times has tended to
interfere quite substantially with the
universities-notably in respect of the student
guilds-to limit their regulation-making powers
as far as possible.

We are quite happy to see a regulation-making
power of the Murdoch University Senate
validated in so far as parking regulations it has
already made are concerned. Nevertheless, I think
the problem of university regulations and their
validity is something that needs to be looked at
and tidied up in slightly more than the piecemeal
way in which the Government has gone about it
so far.

Having said that, I indicate once again that the
Opposition intends to support the measure.
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MR CRAYDEN (South Perth-Minister for
Education) [2.29 p.m]J: I tfank the Opposition
for its support of this measure.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc.
Bill passed through Committee without debate,

reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

ADOPTION OF CHILDREN
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from I I September.
MR HODGE (Melville) [2.31 p.m.1: This Bill

seeks to make a number of important
amendments to the Adoption of Children Act.
The Opposition opposes the Bill. We are not
opposed to all the changes it seeks to make;
however, we are opposed to a couple of the most
important amendments, and therefore we are
forced to oppose the entire Bill.

The first change the Bill seeks to make is to
add a new section 5D to the existing Act. This
amendment will provide a degree of flexibility to
judges of the Family Court, and will enable them
to vary the notice required to be given to the
Director of the Department for Community
Welfare before an adoption application can be
proceeded with. The Opposition supports this
amendment. It seems to be quite sensible, in that
it provides more flexibility and discretion to
judges of the Family Law Court.

The Opposition opposes clause 4 of the
amecnding Bill. Apparently, it is designed to try to
clarify the present uncertainty which exists as to
which surname an adopted child will take. The
existing Act provides that the child shall take the
surname of the adopting parents. However, these
days it is fairly common for parents to have
different surnames. Many women now choose to
retain their maiden name, or to use a surname
other than that of their husbands. I suppose that
is what has caused the problem, although the
Minister was not very explicit in his second
reading speech; he simply said there were
problems in this area.

Perhaps when the Adoption of Children Act
was enacted in 1896, it was quite common for
both parents to use the same surname. and there
would not have been any confusion then.
However, as I say, these days it is fairly common
for many women to retain their maiden name.

This amendment, according to the Minister, seeks
to clear up this confusion.

We are opposed to the existing legislation-we
do not believe it is the best legislation
possible-and we are also opposed to the
amending Bill. We believe that these days, it is
not appropriate to instruct the court that it must
name the child after the surname of the adopting
father. There are many reasons that it may be
preferable for a child to have another name. It
could well be that a child has used a particular
surname for 10 or 15 years. Suddenly, because
the child's mother remarries and her new husband
decides to adopt that child, he is known by
another name, That is not a satisfactory situation;
it could cause a lot of embarrassment, discomfort,
and possibly even distress to the child concerned.

We believe more flexibility should be provided
in this area of the Act. My suggestion to the
House is that the parents should be able to
nominate to the court the name by which they
wish the child to be known. The judge could then
take that into consideration in deciding by what
name the child shall be known. I believe the
parents-after consultation with the
child-should have the right to put forward to the
court the name they believe is the most suitable
name for the child. Clause 4 of the Bill will make
the Act far too rigid in this respect; the court will
have no discretion in determining the child's
surname.

It could well be that the child uses the name of
his natural father, who may have passed away.
The child may have had a great affection for and
closeness to his father, and may wish to continue
to be known throughout life by his natural
father's surname. Again, if this clause is enacted,
it will take away that right of the child and allow
the court no discretion in the matter.

In my opinion, the two most important clauses
of the Bill are clauses 5 and 6; the Opposition
opposes the changes sought by these clauses. At
the moment, children who are adopted in foreign
countries by parents who are not resident or
domiciled in those foreign countries are not
recognised in Western Australia. People who go
overseas and adopt children must apply for
adoption under the Western Australian laws when
they return to this country. I believe that is the
proper system which should apply. The present
system has served us well and there is no good
reason that it should be changed.

This amendment, if carried, will enable people
to circumvent Western Australian adoption laws.
it will be possible for people who are
unsatisfactory for consideration as adopting
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parents-people who may even have been refused
permission in this State to adopt children-to go
overseas to a foreign country and adopt a child in
that country. Under the amended legislation, they
could bring that child back to Western Australia
and have that adoption recognised. That is not a
satisfactory situation.

Obviously, many overseas countries would have
very thorough laws and practices regulating the
adoption of children. However, I suspect that in
some of the developing third world nations there
may well not be the same thorough investigation
into people who wish to adopt children. The
adoption laws in Western Australia are very
satisfactory;, certainly, they are quite thorough. It
is a pity to see this sort of clause being proposed
which will enable Western Australian laws to be
circumvented, possibly by people who are not
suited or satisfactory to become adopting parents.

I wonder how the authorities in some of the far-
flung countries on the other side of the world are
going to be able to conduct thorough
investigations into the background of the people
who are proposing to become adopting parents, It
would be almost impossible for those authorities
to Fi nd out close details relating to the
background of the applicants. For those reasons, I
believe the present law should prevail.

I also oppose the change for another reason. I
do not believe it is the province of a State
Government to be recognising the internal laws of
foreign countries; it is quite inappropriate for this
State Parliament to be passing such laws. It is not
the function of the State Government to do that;
it is the function of the national Government. It
should be done by the national Government, using
its foreign affairs powers by way of international
treaty, or in some other way. At least it would
then be done on a nation to nation basis and the
laws, when enacted, would be uniform throughout
Australia.

I know the Minister made reference in his
second reading speech to the possibility that this
sort of change would be made in each State of
Australia. However, that may not occur. Already,
there is a slight difference between the legislation
passed from State to State: in fact, the Minister
mentioned the difference in New South Wales
legislation. There is no guarantee that each State
in Australia will agree to the exact terms of the
legislation; they rarely agree on anything, and I
am sceptical they will agree on this occasion, and
enact identical legislation.

If they do not enact identical legislation, we
could have the ludicrous position where people
who have adopted a child overseas have that

adoption recognised in Western Australia but, on
moving interstate, find the adoption is not
recognised there. The States could all end up with
different laws.

Clause 6 seeks to add a new section 16A to the
parent Act, and is designed as a safeguard to
overcome potential problems which it is
recognised foreign adoptions will cause. 1
acknowledge this is an attempt to try to head off
any problems which may arise. If'we are to
recognise foreign adoptions, I suppose this section
should-indeed, must-be included in the Act.

I do not believe we should recognise foreign
adoptions. If that view was upheld, this proposed
new section would not be required. It provides for
the director to be given power to supervise a
foreign adoption for the first 12 months-to
monitor it and keep a close eye on it. That is
obviously a very desirable power for the director
to have. However, it does not go far enough
because it is too vague as to what would happen if
the director is not completely satisfied with the
parents who have adopted the child. They would
have to commit fairly serious lapses or breaches of
the law before the director could take them to
court and have the adoption reviewed. It may well
be that the parents did not break the law or did
not commit any serious offences but they were
still not satisfactory parents. It may be they are
just not suitable to be the parents of an adopted
child. It seems the director has little power in that
case. He really has to have a fairly strong case
that the parents have mistreated the child, or not
cared adequately for it, before he can take action
through the court.

Clause 7 of the Bill seeks to add a new section
23A which will prevent a child being taken out of
the State during the first six months of any new
adoption without the director's consent. That is a
sensible amendment, and the Opposition supports
it. I can see nothing to be worried about in that. It
is quite flexible; it gives the director some
discretion; and it is only common sense that
adopting parents, in the first six months of the
adoption, should stay in close liaison with the
director and notify him if they are intending to
remove the child from his direct control. I am
sure the director would use his powers with
discretion. He probably would not stand in the
way of parents who wanted to take their child out
of the State temporarily, provided he was notified
and he could make adequate arrangements for the
continuing supervision of the adoption.

The final clause of the Bill is designed to enable
the Minister to levy a standard charge for the
processing of adoption applications. Apparently
this has been the practice in the past, but there
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hats been doubt about the legality of levying a
standard charge. The Opposition believes there
should not be any charge for this service. If
parents are prepared to adopt a child-sometirnes
a child who is in the care of the State-they
should not suffer a Financial penalty. They are
taking on an additional, significant expense
voluntarily. Everyone knows that it is very
expensive these days to outfit and rear children. If
people in the community are prepared to take a
child, in some cases from the custody and care of
the State, and relieve the State of that financial
burden, it is unreasonable to charge them.

If the Government perseveres with this clause
and is determined to levy a charge, then it should
be a uniform charge. I hope the Minister will give
consideration to this matter. There
would be a huge amount of material involved in
the processing of applications;, but I am sure it
would not "send the Government broke" to waive
the charge. It would be a significant gesture of
goodwill on the part of the Government. It would
give the adopting parents a good start if no
financial penalty was imposed on them.

Members will realise from that quick resume of
the Bill that it is a mixed bag. There are some
changes proposed which are supported by the
Opposition. Those changes are sensible. However,
the two most important and significant clauses
are the ones that we oppose.

The Government is being far too rigid in the
clause dealing with the surname of the child.
There should be more flexibility. In an earlier
part of the Bill, more flexibility is given to a judge
of the Family Court in relation to the time limit
needed for notice to the director. That is a
sensible move. 11 is giving the court more room
to manoeuivre and more flexibility; yet in relation
to the naming of the child the Government is not
taking away the flexibility, because there is not
much in the Act, but it is not improving the
flexibility.

I would be interested to know what objection
the Minister and the Government would have to
allowing the adopting parents to nominate to the
court what name they think would be the most
suitable for the child. I am sure the parents could
agree on it. If they cannot agree, there could be
some doubt about their ability to become
adopting parents. In that ease, the court should
reconsider their application to become adopting
parents. I believe all parents would be able to
agree:, and hopefully they would do that in
consultation with the child. In many cases, the
child would not want to change his name.

I think it could be particularly embarrassing to
a ch ild at school w hen for ma ny yea rs be-has been
known by teachers and school mates by a
particular surname and then, because the mother
decides to remarry, suddenly his name is
changed, probably without his consent or
approval. That could be reason for quite a deal of
embarrassment. I cannot see any good reason for
the Government making a change that denies the
court some degree of flexibility in that area.

As I said earlier, the recognition of adoptions in
foreign countries is a retrograde step and one of
which I do not approve. The end result could be
that people who have been refused permission to
adopt children in this State under our laws can
get around those laws by going to ocher countries
which may not have similarly strict laws and such
thorough checking procedures for adopting a
child and then returning to this State and having
the child legally recognised as an adopted child. If
that adoption did not work out because of the
unsatisfactory record of the parents the child
would then become a responsibility of the State of
Western Australia; the State would become
responsible for the child's welfare and upkeep.
For that reason the Government should reconsider
this amendment to the Act. I will be interested to
hear the Minister's explanation of the
disagreement he has with the points I have made.

MR HIASSELL (Coatesloc-Minister for
Community Welfare) [2.51 p.m.]: I thank the
member for Melville, who spoke on behalf of the
Opposition, for such measure of support as the
Opposition is able to give to the Bill. I am
genuinely disappointed that the Opposition does
not support the main provisions of the Bill which
concern foreign adoption orders, because in
moving this amendment we are seeking to respond
to a genuine community need and one which
certainly does exist.

I can understand the point of view adopted by
the member for Melville and his colleagues in
relation to the matter of naming an adopted child,
because there may indeed be a difference in social
view on that matter between us and the
Opposition. But it is difficult to understand his
opposing the provisions relating to foreign
odoptions. I will attempt to deal with the points
he raised on the various clauses without
transgressing the rules as to what may be done
during the second reading. If there are further
questions I could deal with them in the
Committee stage.

The issue of naming a child when it is adopted
is an attempt to qualify the law and make it
certain for the benefit of the Family Court which
has to administer the Act as it now stands. The
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.situation at present is unsatisfactory because the
Act does not contain clear directions to the
Family Court as to what it should do. We are
attempting to put in the Act a clear direction.
There arc a number of options open as to what
that direction should be and one option is the
proposal of the member for Melville who
suggested there could be an agreed name put
forward. However, what occurs when there is no
agreement between the husband and the wife?
We considered the options and decided that in the
present state or social conditions it is reasonable
to put forward the proposition that when a child is
adopted the same rules should apply as presently
apply when a child is born; namely, that it takes
the name of its father and that is what is proposed
here.

Mr Catrr: A lot of people would question that as
being the appropriate position.

Mr HASSELL: I take it the member for
Gcraldton is suggesting that social conditions
have changed to the extent that some people
would question whether a natural born child
should take the name of its father. That may be,
but it is not a subject to be dealt with under the
Adoption of Children Act in relation to the
adopting of children. It is a broader issue and I
would not agree with that questioning of the
present situation. I have no hesitation in saying
that. The current practice is a long established
rule of convenience that serves the community. It
may not serve the community perfectly, but there
are few rules that do. However, we are trying to
clarify the situation and, although we may not do
it as the member would wish, we are doing so in
the broader context of the general rule.

The member for Melville raised the issue of a
child who has followed a name for several years
and is then adopted. Those situations are
relatively rare because most adoptions under our
system are of children of a young age where the
name that the child follows is that of his or her
parents. That is the practical situation which
exists because in our system adoption is a
complete step. We differ from jurisdictions in
other countries where there is not such a sharp
distinction between adoptioni and other forms of
relationship.

This affects our laws in a number of ways.
Under our law adoption represents a complete
giving up of responsibility and rights by a natural
parent and a complete taking of responsibility and
rights by adoptive parents. It is sharply distinct
from wardship cases and cases we have in
community welfare where children are put into
the care of people who look after them for a
period.

In that respect our system is very much our
own, because adoption under our law going back
a long way has sought to be as close as possible a
recreation of a natural relationship. The law
clothes an adoption with as many of the
characteristics as possible of a natural
relationship-in fact the total characteristics of a
natural relationship-to the extent, over the
years, of writing out all the distinctions in the law
between natural children and adopted children.

I go on to deal with the point further and
indicate that if it occurred that there was an older
child being adopted who for many years had
followed another name, his or her problem could
be solved by an application under the Change of
Names Regulation Act which would maintain his
or her name.

Mr Skidmore: Why should it cost them money
to do that?

Mr HASSELL: The adoption procedure costs a
certain amount of money. The fees under the
Change of Names Regulation Act are really quite
nominal.

Our essential aim in relation to this matter is
make a clear rule to guide the Family Court
the administration of the Act, but I shall come
the main point of the Bill which is the issue
overseas adoptions.

to
in
to
of

I am genuinely disappointed that this
amendment has not been supported by the
Opposition. It is a fact that because of the
shortage of children available for adoption in
Australia more and more people are going to
foreign countries to effect adoptions of foreign
children. The Department for Community
Welfare is under some pressure from private
organisations to support intercountry adoptions.

Not very long ago the department sent an
officer to Taiwan to assess the adoption agencies
and adoption procedures in that country to see
whether we can make greater use of their
adoption facilities and exercise some reasonable
degree of control-not for the sake of control-to
protect children, which is the responsibility of the
department.

There is a loose agreement between this State
and the other States as to areas of adoption: for
instance, we might look after Taiwan. and some
other State might look after India. I am not
saying that is in fact the set-up: but there is a co-
operative effort between the States and it was not
very long ago that we were contemplating sending
an officer-although, in the event, it did not
occur-to South America, because that is how far
afield Australian couples are going to seek
children.
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There is a desperate shortage of children for
adoption in Australia and that shortage arises
essentially from two causes. It is not the time or
place to go into those causes, but I perceived the
point would arise and those two causes are the
high rate of abortion in this country and the fact
that social conditions have so changed that single.
unmarried mothers are now both socially in a
position to retain their children and economically
supported to do so. Whether that is a good or bad
thing is another issue; but it has reduced
dramatically the number of children available for
adoption.

Therefore, as that reduction has occurred, the
pressure from people who desperately want to
adopt children has grown. We are seeking to
respond to that pressure, because we believe-and
I think the Opposition would believe-it is
something for the Government to encourage in a
proper way and not to discourage. Therefore, we
are seeking to do that.

The provisions of the Bill are directed to the
recognition of foreign adoption orders, not to give
them a status they do not have otherwise. I thinik
this is where the member for Melville should re-
examine the stance he has taken.

Under section 15 of the Act, there is a provision
for the recognition of foreign adoption laws. A
number of conditions apply to that recognition, as
set out in the section. This section applies to an
adoption in a country if, -(a) the adoption was
effective according to the law of that country".
That is not to he changed. Even under the
amendment, the adoption still cannot be
recognised if it was not effective according to the
law of the country: so we are not giving adoption
status to adoptions which are not effective where
they were made. Paragraph (b) says, "at the time
the legal proceedings that resulted in the adoption
commenced, the adopter or each of the adopters
were resident or domiciled in that country". That
is the paragraph which is being removed to
facilitate recognition of foreign adoptions.

The reason is that, when the provisions were
enacted, foreign adoption was rare. Today foreign
adoptions are part of the normal every-day
experience of people in this country who cannot
obtain Australian children to adopt here.

Paragraphs (c) and (d) prescribe other
conditions and those conditions will remain.
Members will appreciate the fundamental rules as
to recognition are not being changed.

The member for Melville raised the point that
it should not be a function of the State to
recognise the internal laws of foreign countries. It
should be done by the national Government under

a treaty or otherwise. This is not an issue of
recognising the internal laws of a foreign country.
We have no power to recognise or not recognise
the laws of a foreign country. What we are
concerned about is what we do to, and what we
require of, Australian citiacns who have been
abroad and return to Australia.

Mr Hodge: That is not so. The Act makes
direct reference to the law of the Foreign country.

Mr HASSELL1: That is true.
Mr Hodge: So you are recognising the law of

that Country.
Mr HASSELL: That is in relation to an

Australian here. For example, if two Australians
went overseas and got married in the United
Kingdom, I am sure members opposite would not
suggest that, when they returned to Australia we
should say, "We do not recognise that marriage
for any purpose." That is a valid analogy. We
would not say that, if two Australians were
married in the United Kingdom, Saudi Arabia, or
Central Africa they should come back here and
be required to do anything to have their marriage
recognised. If they came back and lived as a
married couple, no-one would suggest for a
moment that they had to do something to have
their marriage recognised. It would be accepted.

Mr Hodge: I am not saying that; but we do not
carry that through with all laws. We do not
recognise divorces carried out in other countries.

Mr HASSELL: That is true, to some extent we
do not, because those divorces clash with the
fundamental principles we apply in relation to
marriage and divorce; but I do not think the same
situation applies in relation to adoption.

Again I return to the point that conditions have
changed and a number of Australian couples are
returning to this country with children whom they
have adopted. We have to decide whether we are
going to make them go through our adoption
procedure again, right from the beginning to the
end. If we make them go through that procedure
and decide they are unsuitable to adopt the child,
what do we do then? Do we take the child away
and put it in an institution? Do we put it on a
plane and send it back where it came from? Do
we send the parents back? Indeed, we have no
power to do that.

M r Hodge: What do you do at present?
Mr HASSELL: At present we allow them to

obtain a recognition under this section. We will
still require them to get a recognition under this
section, but we will ease the matter somewhat to
give a proper status to the law of a foreign
country.
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We cannot control the laws of foreign countries
and we cannot stop Australian parents going
outside this country to adopt children. We would
be regarded as inhumane if we attempted to do
so,

That is what the matter is about and that is
what gives it its validity. The member mentioned
the possibility that the States could all end up
with different laws. The action which is being
taken here is as a result of the joint decisions of
the Council of Social Welfare Ministers of
Australia and New Zealand and the Standing
Committee of Attorneys General of Australia.
They have all agreed to proceed with these
changes and, in any event, I can reassure
members that the rules as to recognition have no
application to the laws of the other States or of
New Zealand. Their adoption procedures and
orders are recognised without question and there
is no change to that.

One way or another we are not seeking to do
anything except to recognise the reality of the
situation and to give a measure of support.

The member referred to clause 6 as being an
attempt to head off problems. We are aware that,
in New South Wales, as I replied in response to a
question directed to me by the member for
Melville, there was criticism after this change had
been made in accordance with the agreed position
between the Attorneys General and the Ministers
for Social Welfare, because there was no follow-
up. We have introduced a form of follow-up, not
in a heavy-handed way. but to monitor a situation
to see if there are problems and if help is needed
for parents who wish to bring back an adopted
child from overseas. We Were not prepared to go
so far as to give the director of a department a
long-term role in relation to adopted children
after the adoption was effected.

He has no power after an adoption has been
effected. He has the right of jurisdiction and
authority right up to the point of adoption. In
pursuance of the general principle-to which I
have referred-in classifying an adopted child like
a natural child, the director does not step in after
the adoption is made.

We do not wish to break that principle so we
are simply giving the director a limited power of
supervision for a limited period. If problems
emerge he has adequate powers under the Act to
seek court orders for the welfare of children, It is
the same power he has for natural children. This
is the purpose for which the change was made.

I do not think the change should be criticised
because the director has little power. It is not

intended that he has power in that afea. He has a
watching role and a role of assistance.

I appreciate the support given by the
Opposition to the provision relating to the
protection of children placed for adoption.
However, the Opposition opposes the provision
with regard to fees. Again, we are regularising
something which has been done for a long time. It
has been said that it would not break us not to
charge a fee. That argument could be applied to
all channels of government but we are facing a
tight budgetary situation in community welfare.
It is the same in other areas of government and it
is not considered unreasonable to charge a fee to
people who adopt a child.

It is not unreasonable when we remember that
people who have a natural child have to bear
many associated costs such as hospital costs,
medical costs, etc. The fee is approximately $240.
That is way below the actual costs incurred by the
department. In fact, it is a nominal fee.

Most importantly, there is a provision
contained in the legislation to waive the fee in
cases of hardship. The Opposition stated that
there should be uniformity in the fees charged
and from that I would assume that the Opposition
is not saying that we should not waive the fee in
cases of hardship.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committe
The Chairman of Committees (Mr Clarko) in

the Chair; Mr Hatssell (Minister for Community
Welfare) in charge of the Bill.

Clauses I to 3 put and passed.
Clause 4: Section 10 amended-
Mr HODGE: I appreciated the detailed

explanation the Minister gave in response to the
points I raised in the second reading debate. It is
a pleasant change to have a Minister respond in
such a clear and logical way. I am not saying I
agree with all the answers he gave, but at least he
made an attempt to answer the points raised.

With regard to this particular section there is a
difference of outlook and philosophy between the
Government and the Opposition. The Opposition
and I still maintain that this Provision will make
the Act too rigid with respect to the naming of
adopted children. It provides scope to Cause
embarrassment to older children who have been
known for a period of years by one name and,
because of adoption, suddenly have a new name
foisted upon them whether Or not they like it.
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If the Government had allowed some discretion
on the part of a judge of the Family Court then
that would be the superior way to deal with the
matter. In almost every case, adopting parents
would be able to reach an agreement and
nominate a name by which they wished the child
to be known. This provision will be too rigid and
will certainly be no improvement on the present
one.

Mr HASSELL: I do not think we will be able
to resolve our differences on this matter.
However, 1 repeat, we are trying to qualify the
matter for the judges of the Family Court so that
there is a clear rule. The clause, as it stands,
covers the social situation in both the adoption of
a child by a married couple, and the adoption by
a single person. It also provides for the adoption,
in a family situation, where there is one party to
the adoption while there is still another party to
the marriage.

If the party had a different preference to that
of the court, in the situation outlined by the
member for Melville, then the parents have the
capacity to seek a change of name under the
Change of Names Regulation Act. It is an easy
process and one which is readily accessible to
people. This is available to people who are seeking
to do something which is outside what is the social
norm, although not totally the social practice. It is
not unreasonable for them to make that
application.

Mr JAMILESON: Am I to understand from the
Minister's comments that if a child whose parents
have been killed-and he was about 10 or 12
years old-was cared for by a couple somewhat
related to him, but with a different surname, then
the child would be forced to take the name of the
adopting parents? If this is the case then I think it
is carrying matters too far. The Government
should have a second thought about this because
if it is the case-

Mr Hassell: It is not quite the case.
Mr JAMIESON: It appears there is a variance

here, but if this is to be the case I think it is
against the child's best interests. The child should
be allowed to retain his original name and at the
same time have all the advantages of being an
adopted child.

This should apply, so that if the adopting
parents, having no children of their own, wished
to have everything covered by law in case
anything should happen to them, they could
ensure that that child has the right of succession
to their property, etc.

If the child has to alter his name then I think it
is a cruelty which could be avoided by not being

so harsh as proposed in this provision. That is the
position as I understand it from the criss-cross
arguments between the Minister and the member
for Melville.

1 would like the matter to be qualified, in law,
with a lesser degree of restriction than is proposed
by the Minister's legislation.

Mr HASSELL: I think I can put to rest the
mind of the member for Welshpool. Subsection
(1) of section 10 provides that an order of
adoption shall confer the surname of the adopting
parents on the adopted child. In effect, we are
changing that provision to say that the surname
conferred on the child shall be that of the
adopting father. Another subsection makes special
provision for older children, and will be retained
in the Act.

Mr Hodge: That applies only to Christian
names.

Mr HASSELL: I beg your pardon, that is
correct.

The situation to which I have referred
continues to apply. An application can be made
under the Change of Names Regulation Act to
retain a former surname. The parents can retain
the former surname of the child if that is desired.
This amendment will make no fundamental
change in the rule.

Mr H. D. Evans: What about reporting
progress so that further inquiries can be made?

Mr HASSELL: There is no need to report
progress because the proposed change will not
alter the fundamental arrangements that already
apply. It will simply clarify the situation as has
been requested by the judges in the Family Court.

Mr HODGE: I am not denying that the
position is as outlined by the Minister, and I
criticised that initially. This Act was drawn up in
1896 when it might have been appropriate, but it
is not appropriate today. The position will be as
the member for Welshpool has outlined; that is,
that a child of 10 years or 12 years could lose
both parents and be adopted by someone else.
That child's surname would be changed
compulsorily. He would have to take the surname
of the adopting father, or apply under the
provisions of another Act to change the surname
by deed poll or licence.

Mr JAM IESON: I am convinced that this is a
legal Bill to be interpreted by legal people. If this
is the standard of the laws we are to pass in this
place, people will have even more difficulty in
understanding them. That problem could be
overcome simply by legislating properly. I believe
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we are acting very unwisely and improperly so far
as the public are concerned.

I do not see why, when a person makes an
application to adopt a child, the child should
forcibly have its name changed, and then have to
apply under the provisions of another Act to have
the surname changed again. That is ludicrous and
quite unnecessary, and will involve all sorts of
complicated legalisms. No doubt, one step would
have to be taken at a time in order to be legally
correct. Under those circumstances, instead of a
lawyer normally having one job to do he will have
two jobs, which will involve two fees.

Clause put and passed.
ClauseS5: Section IS amended-
Mr HODGE: This is the most important clause

in the Bill and the one which makes the most
fundamental change. I was interested in the
argument put forward by the Minister, and I
agree with some of the points he raised. I assure
the Minister, and members of the Committee,
that the Opposition in no way wishes to put
obstacles in the way of childless couples going
overseas to adopt children. In no way do we want
to make that difficult, or frustrate those people.

However, I do not believe that the way to go
about overcoming this problem is to lower our
standards-the standards that have applied in this
State for many years. I do not believe that by
maintaining our high standards we will place
obstacles in the way of people wanting to adopt
children from overseas. I believe that by adopting
the standards which apply overseas we could
lower our standards. We will have a multitude of
standards applicable to adopting parents, and
they will vary enormously.

The Minister mentioned Taiwan, and it appears
the State Government has made an attempt to
assess the standards which apply in that country.
That is an excellent move. If the standards in
Taiwan were the same as those in Australia, my
fears would be groundless. But, obviously, the
standards will vary tremendously from country to
country-particularly in some of the third world
countries such as Latin America and Asia. We
arc to recognise and legitimise all those different
types of standards which apply in those different
countries. In addition, we will keep our own
standards to apply in our own State. A person
who adopts a child in this State will comply with
standards different from those which apply to
people who adopt children from overseas.

It is not unreasonable to argue that all parents
who adopt children in this State, and in this
country, should meet equal standards. They
should have to pass some sort of rigorous

examination, but that will not be the case when
this legislation is passed. That is not an
unreasonable stand to take and I do not think it is
putting obstacles in the way to tell people
clearly that Certain standards apply before they
go to a foreign country to adopt a child. If those
people do their homework they will have no
illusions, and there will be no problems.

The answer is not to lower our standards, and I
think that is what will happen. The Minister tried
to convince us that we would not be recognising
the laws of other countries, but I do not accept
that argument. Subsection (2) of section 15
clearly sets out that an adoption in another
country is legal if the adoption was effected
according to the law of that country. We
recognise an adoption if it is carried out according
to the laws of a foreign country. I am looking at
this matter as a lay person, and not with the
legalistic view of the Minister. We recognise the
law of a foreign country, and the proper way for
that to be done is for the Federal Government to
do it through an international agreement.

Mr HASSELL: I think we could go round and
round on this matter. I think the thrust of the
suggestion put forward by the member for
Melville is that we should require the same
standards to be applied to foreign adoptions as ase
applied to Western Australian adoptions.

Mr Hodge: That is for people domiciled in
Western Australia.

Mr HASSELL: I put it to the member for
Melville that we really do not have the right to
tell other countries what standards should apply,
even dealing with our own citizens-assuming our
own citizens are adopting according to the laws in
those countries.

Quite a number of the standards which we
apply are standards of convenience. They are
applied because there is a shortage of children to
adopt.

They are not standards for the protection of
children. They are rules to sort out who will be
eligible, and one of them relates to age. There is a
maximum age at which the Department for
Community Welfare will list a person as being
eligible to adopt a child. I suggest that if an
excess supply of children were available for
adoption, that age would be raised. It is part of a
package of procedures and would depend on the
social conditions at the time.

I cannot see anything particularly wrong with
an older person, adopting a young child. It would
be unfair to a young child to allow a 70 or 80-
year-old person to adopt him or her because it is
probable that person would not see it through; but
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1 cannot see a valid distinction between the ages
of 38 and 40, 40 and 45, or 45 and 50.

Mr JIamieson: There is nothing wrong with a
60-year-old adopting a 20-year-old.

Mr HASSELL: It would be difficult because a
20-year-old is an adult. That is an extreme case
which we need not go into. We are not making a
fundamental change. I think the member for
Melville is raising a matter outside the scope of
this amendment, which is designed to ease the
burden on persons travelling overseas to adopt
children. The easing of that burden is fair and
appropriate, and we believe it is within the proper
limits which should be applied for the protection
of children, because the rules are all about the
protection of children.

The repeal of section 15(b) is proposed as a
result of a decision by the Standing Committee of
Welfare Ministers and the Standing Committee
of Attorneys General to recognise adoptions
properly made in foreign countries. Both
committees received advice on the amendments
necessary to carry out their decision from the
Attorney General of Victoria (Mr Storey, QC).
This was the outcome of complex negotiations
involving the Attorneys General of the States and
the Commonwealth, and the social welfare
Ministers.

Various proposals, such as the proclamation of
certain countries whose adoption orders would be
automatically recognised, and the issuing of
-certificates of recognition" were considered and
rejected before the current proposal was agreed
upon. The Commonwealth Minister for
Immigration and Ethnic Affairs comes into the
matter and exercises a supervisory role, which
reinforces the built-in protection.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 6 to 8 put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report

Bill reported, without amendment, and the
report adopted.

QUESTIONS
Questions were taken at this stage.

DEPUTY CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES
Appointment

THE SPEAKER (Mr Thompson): I desire to
announce the appointment of the member for
M urchison- Eyre-

Mr B. T. Burke: As Governor! Congratulations!
The SPEAKER: Not quite. He has not been

appointed as the Governor, but he has been
appointed to an equally important position as far
as this House is concerned. He has been
appointed a Deputy Chairman of Committees for
the balance of this session.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE:
SPECIAL

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-Premrier)
(4.08 p.m.]: 1 move-

That the House at its rising adjourn until
Tuesday, 30 September, at 4.30 p.m.

Question put and passed.

QUESTIONS

Closing Time

THE SPEAKER (Mr Thompson): I desire to
announce that questions for Tuesday, 30
September, will be received until 12.00 noon on
Friday, 26 September.

House adjourned at 4.09 p.m.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

COMMUNITY WELFARE

Distressed Persons Relief Trust
872. Mr WILSON, la the Treasurer:

What consideration, if any, is the
Government giving to increasing the
annual amount made available to the
Distressed Persons Relief Trust which
has been fixed at $29000 since 1973,
particularly in view of the trust's
declining capacity to cope with the
increasing request from people unable to
meet accounts due to increasing charges
particularly for electricity, water, and
State Housing Commission rents?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
The Government has given consideration
to the trust's request for an increase in
the amount paid from Consolidated
Revenue to the fund, but, in view of our
financial position this year, we have not
been able to accede to the request at this
stage.
However, the Government is well aware
of the need in this area and will seek
ways of augmenting the funds available
to the trust.

PASTORAL LEASES

Beneficial Interests

873. Mr BRIDGE, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Lands:

(1) Does the Government intend to proceed
with declared Liberal Party policy with
regard to pastoral holdings to increase
the beneficial interest of an individual or
group from 404 000 hectares to two
million hectares in cases where low
productivity indicates a need for more
extensive areas?

(2) If "Yes", when will the relevant
legislation to enable this to take place be
introduced?

(3) In what way, and to what extent, will
the Rural Adjustment Authority be used
to finance any such changes if they are
introduced?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) and (2) As indicated in the Governor's

Speech legislation to amend the pastoral
section of the Land Act will be

introduced in this session of Parliament.
The policy declared by the Liberal Party
does not provide for an increase in
beneficial interest to two million
hectares, but provision will be made in
legislation for variation in the size of
pastoral leases.

(3) The Rural Adjustment Authority comes
within the portfolio of the Minister for
Agriculture.

EMPLOYMENT AND UNEMPLOYMENT

Alumina Industry
874. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Labour

and Industry:

(1) What projections have been made of the
need for skilled tradesmen, by
classification, for proposed alumina
developments in Western Australia over
the next 10 years?

(2) What training programmes are planned
to meet these projected needs for skilled
tradesmen?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) Many factors preclude accuracy in 10-
year predictions. However, an
assessment of trade classifications in
which shortfalls will exist for current
and future development projects,
including the alumina industry and the
North-West Shelf and associated
developments, has revealed several areas
where trade training programmes will
assist.

(2) Special training programmes have
already commenced with an intake of
114 trainees on 30 June 1980 and a
second intake to occur on 22 September
1980.

EMPLOYMENT AND UNEMPLOYMENT

North- West Shelf Gas Project
875. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Labour

and Industry:

(I ) What projections have been made of the
need for skilled tradesmen, by
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classification, for the North-West Shelf
and associated developments over the
next 10 years?

(2) What training programmes are planned
to meet these projected needs for skilled
tradesmen?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) Many factors preclude accuracy in 10-
year predictions. However, an
assessment of trade classifications in
which shortfalls will exist for current
and future development projects.
including the alumina industry and the
North-West Shelf and associated
developments, has revealed several areas
where trade training programmes will
assist.

(2) Special training programmes have
already commenced with an intake of
114 trainees on 30 June 1980 and a
second intake to occur on 22 September
1980.

A PPR ENTICES
Annual Examination

876. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Labour
and Industry:

(1) Is the Department of Labour- and
Industry satisfied that the abolition of
the annual examination of apprentices
has not led to difficulties for apprentices
in successfully completing thei r
training?

(2) Is he aware of special difficulties being
experienced by apprentices in the motor
mechanics trade in successfully
completing their apprenticeships?

(3) Can he confirm that of 17 apprentices
who Finished their five year
apprenticeships with Sydney Atkinson
Motors earlier this year, only two were
able to pass their final examination in
the motor mechanics trade?

(4) What action, if any, is under
consideration to overcome such
problems?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) Annual on-the-job examinations of

apprentices naturally have some
advantages, but they would occupy
considerable manpower and cause heavy
expense to Government over
approximately 14 000 apprentices
including probationary apprentices.
Western Australia conducts a practical
on-the-job examination in the final year
and is the only State conducting a
practical on-the-job examination.

(2) Yes.
(3) Of the motor mechanic apprentices

employed by Sydney Atkinson Motors,
only four completed their
apprenticeships early this year. Of the
four, two were successful in passing their
on-the-job examination and two failed.

(4) Consideration is being given to the
annual examinations in technical
colleges carrying a more practical
component for the purpose of more
readily discovering deficiencies so as to
allow any remedial action necessary to
be taken in the training of the
apprentice by the employer.

WOOD CHIPPING

Bark

877. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Forests:

(1) Further to question 756 of 1980 relevant
to woodehipping, what is the "normal
means" by which 98 per cent of the
bark resulting from WA Chip and Pulp
Company's operations is disposed of?

(2) Do these "normal means" of disposal
lead to environmental problems such as
air pollution or water pollution?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) The "normal means" of bark disposal

refers to removing the bark from the
mill site to an adjacent cleared area of
private property where it is placed in
heaps. These heaps may be burnt or left
unburnt.

(2) The burning produces smoke, but this
does not cause environmental problems
because of the location of the dumps.
There has been no evidence to suggest
that current disposal methods have led
to environmental problems concerning
water pollution.
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CHARCOAL

Prod uction
878. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister

representing the Minister for Forests:
(1) Further to question 755 of 1980 relevant

to charcoal production, have any
discussions taken place regarding an
increase in charcoal production beyond
the current commitment of 136 000
tonntes, with the-

(a) Chairman of' the Environmental
Protection Authority;

(b) Conservator of Forests;
(c) Planning and Co-ordinating

Authority?

(2) What is the total quantity of charcoal
produced annually?

(3) To what use is this charcoal put?
(4) Do any exports of charcoal occur?
(5) Has a commitment been made to

increase the annual commitment of
indigenous forest produce for woodchips
for export beyond 681 000 tonnes?

disease which are being experienced
with the growing of pines in the
Donnybrook sunklands anticipated at
the time that the statement of intent on
the Donnybrook sunklands pine
afforestation scheme was prepared?

(2) If not, when were the problems realised?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) The problems relating to nutrition and

disease in the growing of pines in the
Donnybrook Sunkland were recognised
and discussed in section 4.3 of the
statement of intent.
Appropriate techniques have been
developed to remedy the nutrition
problem.
A minor expression of the disease has
been observed in the young plantations
as foreshadowed in the statement of
intent. This is being carefully monitored
and is not considered to be a serious
problem.

(2) Not applicable.

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) (a) No. TIMBER MILLS

(b) Yes.

(c) N o.

(2) During the year 1979-80, 26 675 tonnes
of charcoal were produced at
Wundowie.

(3) The charcoal is mainly used as a
reductant in the iron industry with a
very minor quantity being used for
barbecues.

(4) No commercial quantities were exported
in 1979-80; however, 200 ton nes were
sent to Japan in May 1980, for testing
purposes.

(5) No.

STATE FORESTS
Pines: Donnybrook Sunklands

879. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Forests:
(I ) Further to question 753 of 1980 relevant

to the Donnybrook sunklands, were the
problems of plant nutrition and dieback

Permits and Licences

880. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Forests:

(1) What is the number of sawmilling
permits currently held in Western
Australia?

(2) Would the Minister list these indicating
permit number, permit holder, and the
location to which each permit applies?

(3) What is the number of sawmill licences
currently held in Western Australia?

(4) WouldI the Minister list these indicating
the licence number, licence holder and
the location to which the licence
applies?

(5) What is the difference between a
sawmilling licence and a sawmilling
permit?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) 18.
(2) As the answer is detailed and extensive,

it is submitted for tabling.
(3) 48.
(4) As for (2).
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(5) A sawmilling permit entitles the holder
to sole and exclusive rights to cut, fell,
and remove all sawiog material from an
area and at a rate specified in the
permit.
A sawmilling licence entitles the holder
to cut, fell, and remove a specified
quantity of sawiog material at a
specified rate.

The answer to (2) was tabled (see paper No.
260).

TIMBER MILLS

Wood Chipping Residue

881. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
Resources Development:

for

(1) Has any satellite equipment for chipping
sawmill residue at sawmills been
installed to provide the 150 000 tonnes
of jarrah wood chips recently approved
for export?

(2) If so, at what sawmills and on what
dates were the satellite chippers
installed?

(3) (a) If not, has equipment been placed
on order;

(b) if so, when?

(4) What is the cost of a satellite chipper
with debarking equipment used for the
production of chips from jarrah sawmill
residue?

(5) What royalty applies to jarrah wood
chips for export produced outside the
wood chip licence area?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1) Some additional equipment has been
installed to chip residues previously
burnt.

(2) In addition to the existing capacity for
chipping karri and marri sawmill
residues, extra facilities have been
installed as follows-
Millars sawmills at-Yarloop--June
1980.
Nannup-Being installed at present.
Bunnings sawmill at Collie-April 1980.

(3) (a) and (b) Not applicable.

(4) This is confidential information to
company concerned.

(5) Royalty on jarrah wood chips outside
the wood chip licence area is not
applicable, because jarrab logs are not
being chipped. The logs from which the
jarrab sawmill residue chips are
produced attract sawlog royalties.

CONSERVATION AND THE
ENVIRONMENT

EPA: Referrals

882. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Conservation
and the Environment:

(1) How many referrals were made to the
Environmental Protection Authority
under section 57(l) of the
Environmental Protection Act in the
year ended 31 July 1980?

(2) Would the Minister list these referrals
indicating the following:

(a) the Minister making the referral:
(b,) the date of the referral;
(c) the nature of the matter being

referred?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) and (2) The information the member
seeks is not collated and its assembly
would involve considerable staff time.
Under the circumstances, the Minister is
not prepared to direct such work to be
undertaken.

WOOD CHIPPING

Expansion

883. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
Resources Development:

for

(1) Did he refer the proposed wood chipping
expansion to the Environmental
Protection Authority under section
57(l) of the Environmental Protection
Act?

(2) If so-

(a) when was his referral made;
(b) has the Environmental Protection

Authority reported back to him on
the proposed expansion?

(3) If the Environmental Protection
Authority has made a report on the
proposed woodchipping expansion-
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(a) when was the Environmental
Protection Authority's report
received;

(b) what form did the report take;
(c) will he table the report?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) (a) 20 December 1979.

(b) Yes. The authority further advised
that it will give consideration to and
report on expansion of the wood
chip industry when it has received
the ERMP being prepared by the
company. This was expected to take
place in nine to 12 months' time.

(3) Answered by 2(b),

WOOD CHIPPING
Regeneration

884. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Forests:

(1) Further to question 350 of 1980, which
gives the cost of hand planting in the
wood chip licence area at $119 per
hectare, does this amount include:
(a) site preparation;
(b) growing, collecting and preparing

seed;
(c) growing seedlings;
(d) pesticides;
(e) fertilisers;
(f) the application of fertiliser?

(2) If not, what is the cost per hectare of
each of the items not included in the
figure quoted?

(3) What is the total cost per hectare of
regenerating karri by means of-
(a) seed trees;
(b) broadcast seeding?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) (a) No.
(b) No.
{c) Yes.
(d) Yes.
(e) Yes.
(1) Yes.

(2) Site preparation costs-

-scrub rolling
-burning

$ ha
40.86
42.38

$83.24

Growing, collecting, and preparing
seed

-unit Cost
S ha

2.30

(3) (a) Site preparation costs-

-scrub rolling
-burning

-filling in
any failed
areas

S ha $ ha
40.86
4238

83.24

2.60
Total $85.84

(b) Site preparation costs-

-scrub rolling
-burning

-seed
-seeding

operation
-filling in

any failed
areas

$ha S he
40.86
42JL

83.24
36.50

11 .09

2.60
Total $133.43

CONSERVATION AND THE
ENVIRONMENT

Alumina Smelter

885. Mr BARN ETT, to the Minister for
Resources Development:

(1) Will the Environmental Protection
Authority be asked to assess the likely
impact of the aluminium smelter in this
State, when details are finalised?

(2) If so, will he give an assurance that the
Environmental Protection Authority's
report will be made public?

(3) When is it anticipated that the
environmental review and
management programme for the
aluminium smelter will be made public?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1) and (2) Yes.
(3) When the companies submit proposals

to the Government at the end of this
year we wilL be in a position to indicate
when the ERMP will be completed and
available for public examination.
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HEALTH
Trachoma

886. Mr BRIDGE, to the Minister for Health:

Allowing that the community health
service has the ability to meet ongoing
daily requirements of treatment of
trachoma, what assurances can be given
that-
(a) regular visits will be made by fully

qualified ophthalmologists, not
trainees, to the Kimberley who will
actually go into outlying areas as
Professor Holland did;

(b) follow-up research programmes will
be carried out at regular intervals
not exceeding two years under the
auspices of a fully qualified,
independent, unbiased ophthal-
mologist from outside Western
Australia?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(a) Ophthalmological teams, including

specialists, regularly visit Broome,
Derby, Fitzroy Crossing, Halls
Creek, Kununurra, and Wyndham.
These visits are fully funded by the
Department of Health and Medical
Services.
Regular consultations take place
with the Western Australian
Branch of the Royal College of
Ophthalmologists to ensure that the
service fully meets the needs of the
region.
I can assure the member that these
visits and the high standard of
service now provided by my
department will continue.

(b) Follow-up of the trachoma
programme is being negotiated with
the University of Western
Australia, Department of
Ophthalmology.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT ELECTIONS
System

887. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Local
Government:
(1) Is it widely accepted in local government

circles that the local government
election system is more difficult to
comprehend than the State and Federal
electoral systems?

(2) Has she considered introducing a local
government electoral system more like
that used by State and Federal
Governments, particularly in respect of
adult franchise and the nomination,
polling and counting procedures?

(3) What objections does she have to
basically common electoral systems for
State and local government in Western
Australia with certain modifications?

(4) Would a common electoral system be of
benefit to electors in terms of
comprehensibility of the processes?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(I)
(2)

Not as far as I am aware.
The principles on which the local
government electoral system is based
are, in the main, similar to those
applying to the State and Federal
systems.

(3) None.
(4) If the member is suggesting that the

local government electoral system
should be identical to the State or
Federal systems, then I do not believe
that that would be practicable,
desirable, or beneficial.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT ELECTIONS
System

888. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Local
Government:

(1) As the electoral system for local
elections in Western Australia is
distinctly different from election
arrangements for State and Federal
Parliaments, is it the Government's view
that complicated local arrangements,
such as plural voting, multiple votes, a
limit on the number of people who can
vote per property, the distinction
between owners and occupiers and the
restricted franchise arrangement,
contribute to low voter turnout?

(2)
(3)

If not, why not?
If the Government considers the local
government electoral system to be
confusing to electors and others, what
steps were taken in the draft Bill to
simplify the procedures?
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Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) 1 do not accept the premise that local
government electoral arrangements are
overly complex, but, whatever the
degree of complexity, 1 do not agree that
it would have any impact on the turnout
of voters.

(2) The act of attending at a polling booth
and filling in voting papers, would not
seem particularly daunting.

(3) It is not considered confusing.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT ELECTIONS
Nominations

889. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Local
Government:

(1) Further to her answer to question
829(3) of 1980 concerning local
government nominations, in which she
denied the existence of manipulative
practices concerning nomination
procedures, is she aware of the common
practice by which a retiring councillor
renominates along with a friend or
colleague as an opponent, thereby
reducing the likelihood of a third
candidate, and then withdraws after
nomination hour leaving the friend to be
elected unopposed?

(2) If not, will she make herself aware of it?
(3) Is this a manipulation of the system?
(4) Will she reconsider her attitude to

allowing the withdrawal of nominations
after nomination hour?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) If the practice described in the question
were common, I am sure that it would
have been brought to my attention, or
that of my department, particularly in
view of the long period during which
there have been extensive submissions,
comments and discussions in connection
with the review of local government
electoral procedures.

(2) The member might be good enough to
let me have the details which are known
to him.

(3) I doubt it.
(4) If it could be shown that any electoral

procedure were likely to lead to
reprehensible practices, then it would, of
course, be reconsidered.

HEALTH

Abrolhos Islands Fishermen
890. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Further to my question 812 of 1980
relevant to health facilities at the
Abrolhos Islands, and which was
apparently misunderstood, has his
department given consideration to the
need for a higher level of medical
treatment facilities to be available at the
Abrolhos Islands during the rock lobster
season to cater for illnesses or injuries
i ncu rred by the fishermen or their
families?

(2) If "Yes", what are the results of such
consideration?

(3) If "No" to (1) would he be prepared to
initiate an examination of the needs of
the Fishermen and their families
concerned to assess whether
improvements can be made to the
services available?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) Yes, following a recent approach by the

Geraldton Professional Fishermen's
Association the need for improved
medical and nursing facilities on Rat
Island are being considered.

(2) The proposal for the establishment of a
nursing post on Rat Island has been
referred to the Silver Chain Nursing
Association for consideration and
assessment.

(3) The department is waiting for the results
of a detailed survey of need carried out
by the attending Sister during the island
season.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
NOONKANBAH STATION: VILLAGE

Minister for Cultural Affairs: Press Stat ement

197. Mr NANOVICI-, to the Minister for
Cultural Affairs:

Is the statement by the member for
Gosnells true or false, as published in
the Daily News today, that the Minister
had been advised by the Department of
Aboriginal Affairs on Monday, 15
September, that the substance of his
proposed Statement was a
misrepresentation of the position?
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Mr GRAYDEN replied:

The statement is a blatant untruth.

Every statement I have received in

respect of the Noonkanbab village has

substantiated my original statement on

the matter. At no time did I say the

village had been approved by the

Commonwealth. I merely detailed the

plans which have currently been

formulated.

The facts are-

(1) The Aboriginal community at
Noonkanbah asked that a housing
settlement be established on
Noonkanbah Station sufficient to
accommodate 150 people. That is
contained in a copy of a letter
which I have and which was written
by the Commonwealth Department
of Aboriginal Affairs.

(2) The Department of Administrative
Services was requested to survey
the proposed village site and
concurrently survey a village
boundary which would facilitate
excision of land from the pastoral
lease in a similar manner to the
approach taken for Gogo and
Christmas Creek. That is contained
in a copy of correspondence which I
have and which emanated from the
Department of Aboriginal Affairs.

(3) The Aboriginal village housing
management and liaison committee
has been given the task of
undertaking detailed consideration
of the planning for the village, and
the State Housing Commission has
been asked if it would be willing to
undertake the project. I have copies
of correspondence from the
Department of Aboriginal Affairs
substantiating those statements.

(4) It is expected that the planning
development will be on similar lines
to Aboriginal development at One
Arm Point, Looma, Gogo, and
Christmas Creek. This again is in
writing from the Department of
Aboriginal Affairs.

(5) I said that the plans would now be
considered by the Aboriginal village
management and liaison committee,
which is a joint State-
Commonwealth committee, and a
subcommittee of the Aboriginal
Affairs Planning Authority. All this
is in black and white in
correspondence from the
Department of Aboriginal Affairs.

I therefore regard the statement
published in the Daily News as being
absolutely reprehensible. I think the
member for Gosnells should be called
upon to withdraw the statement and
apologise. I might say that-

Point of Order
Mr BARNETT: At the risk of having terse

answers to my future questions, I draw
attention to the Standing Orders which
require Ministers to restrict their
answers to the points in question and not
to make them so lengthy as the
Minister's answer has been.

The SPEAKER: I ask the Minister to get to
the point of his question fairly rapidly.
There has been a tendency in recent
times for some answers to questions
without notice to be extremely lengthy. I
believe that is not the way in which
answers to questions without notice
should be handled.

Questions (without notice) Resumed

Mr GRAYDEN: Finally, as reported in
tonight's Daily News, the member for
Gosnells made several other
accusations-

Mr B. T. Burke: To whom should he
apologise?

Mr GRAYDEN:-all of them completely
untrue. Unfortunately, however, the
Daily News has already been published.

NOONKANBAH STATION: VILLAGE
Minister for Cultural Affairs:

Press Statement
198. Mr PEARCE, to the Minister for Cultural

Affairs:
Does he deny that a representative of his
office rang the Department of
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Aboriginal Affairs on Monday morning
to give the department a resume of the
statement he proposed to release on
Monday afternoon, and does the
Minister deny that that representative
was told that the proposed statement
was substantially misleading and
inaccurate? Does he further deny that
he then released this statement referred
to?

Mr GRAY DEN replied:
At my request a representative of my
office did telephone the Department of
Aboriginal Affairs and obtain the
information on which the statement is
based. Now there is no-one in the whole
of Western Australia who can disprove
one aspect of that statement of mine. I
repeat: in the circumstances the member
should withdraw his accusation and
apologise.

Mr B. T. Burke: To whom?

NOONKANBAH STATION: VILLAGE

Member for Gosnells: Press Report

199. Mr WILLIAMS, to the Minister for
Cultural Affairs:

Is he aware of a report
of the Daily News

in today's edition
which attributes

certain comments to the member for
Gosnells, and which states that the
member made the comments in
Parliament?

The SPEAKER: Did the Minister see the
comment?

Mr G RAYDEN replied:
Yes I saw it. It was drawn to my
attention by a representative of the Daily
News. I understand it is to be withdrawn
from the later edition.

Mr Bryce: You've been leaning on somebody.
Mr GRAYDEN: However, the early edition

of the Da ily News carried this
statement-

The opposition spokesman on
Cultural Affairs, Bob Pearce, said
in Parliament that WA ..

The people of Western Australia would
have gained the impression that this
statement was made in the Parliament
and 1, or any other member, would have
had the opportunity of objecting to it.

Mr B. T. Burke: They're all true anyway.
Mr GRAYDEN: Of course, these statements

were not made in Parliament by the
member for Gosnells who, if he ever
wishes to denigrate anyone at all-and
that is his forte-simply does so in the
Daily News. We can be absolutely
certain that if he even whispers
something in the corridors it finds its
way into the Daily News on the
following day.

Mr Barnett: You have already been told not
to make speeches.

Mr GRAYDEN: If anyone ever wishes to
locate the Daily News office in this
building, all he need do is to follow the
well-worn pad on the carpet from the
seat of the member for Gosnells up to
the room occupied by the Daily News
representative.

Mr Bryce: You have that on the very best
authority, you great goof.

Mr Davies: You can't get in the door for the
Premier.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Point of Order
Mr CLARKO: I rise on a point of order, Sir.

I clearly heard the member for Ascot
say. "You great goof', and I think that
is unparliamentary.

Mr Bryce: The poor man's Bob Pike! Look at
him squeal.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! An objection has

been taken to the word used by the
member for Ascot. I rule that it is
unparliamentary, and I ask him to
withdraw it.

Mr Bryce: Would- you indicate to me what
word you are now ruling to be
unparliamentary?

The SPEAKER: Order! The expression
which I heard was "great goofl.

Mr Bryce: God help us!
A Government member: He wouldn't help

you.
The SPEAKER: I believe that to be

unparliamentary, and I ask you to
withdraw it.

Mr BRYCE: Since you ask me to withdraw
it, from your position as Chairman of
this meeting, I am happy to withdraw it.

Mr Davies: That is worse than "guru"!
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Questions (without notice) Resumed

FIRE BRIGADES

Board: Efficiency
200. Mr JAM IESON, to the Chief Secretary:

(1) Does the Government believe in light of
the results of the three inquiries into the
fire services of New South Wales,
Tasmania, and South Australia that the
Fire Brigades Board in Western
Australia is the most efficient method of
running a fire service?

(2) Is it correct that the chief officer can
only speak at board meetings when
requested and has no vote?

(3) Does the Government not consider the
chief officer to be most informed and
expert in firefighting organisation and
technique within the brigade?

(4) If so, should he not have equal rights at
board meetings?

(5) What qualifications are required of
board members?

(6) Apart from the volunteers'
representative who on the board has any
firefighting knowledge or experience?

(7) When is the Government going to
change the structure of fire service
control to ensure a predominance of
persons with fire fighting competence
and experience?

(8) In view of the acknowledged experience
and ability of Colin Campbell and his
predecessor, Mr Irvine, what special
qualifications has Mr Turnbull for the
position of President of the WA Fire
Brigades Board?

Mr HASSELL replied:
(1) I have every confidence in the Fire

Brigades Board.
(2) The chief officer speaks freely at board

meetings. Not being a member of the
board, he has no vote.

(3) The organisational structure of the fire
service and the competence of its senior
officers are matters for the board.

(4) Answered by (3).
(5) The normal qualifications for members

of statutory bodies. Of the 10 members,
three represent the insurers, four
represent local government, two are
nominated by the Government and there
is one representative of the volunteer
brigades.

(6) Experience as a fire fighter is not1 a
requisite for membership of the board.

(7) There are no present plans to change the
organisational structure of the fire
service.

(8) The qualifications of Mr Turnbull for
the position of President of the Western
Australian Fire Brigades Board are his
long public service and obvious
competence in his office.

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOL

Ka rra tha

201. Mr SODEMAN, to the Minister for
Education:

(1) Further to my question without notice
yesterday, parts (3) (a) and (b)
concerning Karratha High School, are
the student populations given in the
answer the adjusted limits?

(2) At such time as the permanent pips
temporary upper limit is reached,
subject to further assessed growth in the
student high school population, will
capital works funding for further high
school facilities be accorded priority?

Mr GRAYDEN replied;

(1) The Education Department will seek to
avoid overcrowding at Karratha Senior
High School as far as possible, but at
this stage cannot commit itself to
smaller maximum numbers than those
quoted yesterday.

(2) Yes.

FUEL AND ENERGY: ELECTRICITY

Charge: Establishment
202. Mr PARKER, to the Minister for Fuel and

Energy:

(1) Is it the usual practice, when the
changeover is being made from State
Housing Commission tenants paying
their State Energy Commission charges
to the SHC to a position where they pay
them to the SEC direct, for an
establishment charge to be made by the
SEC?
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(2) Is he aware that in respect of the SHC
flats in Lefroy Road, Hilton, a charge of
$18 has been made to each and every
tenant even though there has been no
change to their circumstances other than
a change in the authority to whom they
direct their payment?

(3) Is this in accord with Government
policy?

(4) If so, how does he justify it?
(5) If not, will he review the matter

urgently?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) No, but some changes might be based

upon the policy of the commission where
there is a change in title or, say, where a
block of flats is changed to strata titles.
I understand an establishment fee is
charged where a tenant becomes in fact
an owner.

(2) No, but I am having this looked at after
having received notice of the question.

(3) to (5) I will advise the member directly
by telephone as to the situation, but my
understanding is that it was not intended
that State Housing Commission tenants
fall into this category. If an
administrative mistake has been made, it
will be rectified.

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOL
Albany

203. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Education:

(1) Further to my previous questions
relating to a proposed second high
school for Albany to relieve serious over-
crowding and substandard facilities at
the existing school, can the Minister now
state if he will honour the unequivocal
promise made at Albany in December
1979 by his predecessor and the Director
General of Education to build a second
high school, based on the Mandurah
model, to accommodate years 8-10, in
the year 198 1, to open at the
commencement of the 1982 school year?

(2) If so, will he advise-

(a) if the planning is on schedule to
achieve the target date, and

(b) whether a firm of private architects
will be engaged to carry out the
plans and supervision?

(3) If the answer to (1) is "No", will he
advise if the target date could be met by
a concept which differs from the
Mandurah model?

(4) If so, would he provide details of the
alternative concept and the proposed
timetable for its implementation?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(I) and (3) The promise to build a second

high school at Albany is being honoured
but a new concept has had to be
developed because of a downturn in the
availability of loan funds. The school
will grow a year group each year, over
three years, as is the general practice.

(2) (a) The first students will enter the
second high school in February
1982.

(b) After consultation with the
Education Department, it was
decided that documentation and
supervision is to be carried out by
the PWD. Documentation is well
under way and on schedule.

(4) The school will be built in two stages
with completion dates for admissions in
February, 1982 and 1983 respectively.

MINISTER FOR CULTURAL AFFAIRS
Criticism of "Daiiy News"

204. Mr B. T. BURKE. to the Premier:

Does the Premier condone and support
the very serious and severe criticism of
the Daily News and its reporter or
reporters made a few moments ago by
his Minister for Cultural Affairs?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
I do noc think the question is one which
comes within my responsibilities at all. I
have no doubt the Minister had good
reason for making his statement.

NOONKANBAH STATION: VILLAGE
Department ofAboriginal Affairs

205. Mr H-ARMAN, to the Minister for
Cultural Affairs:

Will the Minister table or make
available to me the correspondence or
documents which he has or has
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knowledge or from the Department of
Aboriginal Affairs concerning the
housing project at Noonkanbab?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
I would be glad to table a copy of the
paper if the member so wishes. In doing
so I hope the Press will have a pretty
good look at it and correct some of the
statements which have been made.

Mr Harman: I don't want your Press
statements, I want the correspondence
from the department.

Mr GRAYDEN: It is much more important
than that.

Mr Bryce: "The thoughts of Bill"!
Mr GRAYDEN: I think perhaps I should

read out the document so that it is
incorporated in Hansard.

The SPEAKER: is it short?
Mr GRAYDEN: Yes, Sir. I think members

should listen carefully to this. It is a
letter from the Department of
Aboriginal Affairs dated 20 June 1980,
and it is written by B. W. Easton, the
acting director. It is addressed to the
General Manager of the State Housing
Commission, and states-

The Yungngora Community on
Noonkanbah Station has recently
requested the provision of a village
near the existing homestead to
house the approximately 150 people
residing on the station.
No Financial provision has yet been
made for the project, but this
Department is willing to consider
the provision of Finance in 1981/82
and the intervening period would no
doubt be required for preliminary
investigation and development of
plans etc.

The Department of Administrative
Services has been requested to
survey the proposed village site and
concurrently survey a village
boundary which would facilitate
excision of land from the pastoral
lease in a similar manner to the
approach taken for Go Go and
Christmas Creek.

Incidentally, that has been completed.
The letter continues-

On Tuesday, 17 June this matter
was discussed by the Aboriginal

Affairs Co-ordinating Committee
which felt that it was an
appropriate project for
consideration by the Commission,
given your prior experience in the
Fitzroy Crossing area, the fact that
the Go Go village is proceeding to
completion and the Christmas
Creek village is now well underway.

The proposal is to be referred to the
Aboriginal Village Housing
Management and Liaison
Committee for detailed
consideration, but in the meantime
I would welcome your advice on
whether the Commission would be
willing and able to undertake this
village project.

I hope, in view of the statements which
have been made, the widest publicity
will be given to that letter which
validates everything I have said.

ABORIGINES

Employment

206. Mr SODEMAN, to the Premier:

(1) What is the name and address of the
Aboriginal applicant referred to in the
Legislative Council question 240?

(2) Would the State Government be
prepared to employ this person under
the N EASA Commonwealth job
training Scheme?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

I thank the member for some notice of
the question. The answer is as follows-

(I)
(2)

Miss Jennifer Smith of Roebourne.
Yes, following the member's
request the Minister contacted the
State Government Insurance Office
and arrangements are in hand for
Miss Smith to be offered
employment at its Karratha office.

HOSPITALS

Nickol Bay and Royal Perth

207. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Will the S10 million it will cost to build
the new hospital at Nickol Bay-
Karratha come entirely from State
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Government sources or is the
Commonwealth contributing to the
project?

(2) If the Commonwealth is contributing to
the cost of building the new hospital,
what proportion has it agreed to pay?

(3) Can the Minister give a guarantee that
the new Nichol Bay hospital will be
completed by 1983 and that it will not
suffer the same fate as the Royal Perth
Hospital north block extensions?

(4) If the Commonwealth has agreed to
contribute to the cost of building the
new Nickol Bay hospital, is the Minister
confident that he can authorise work to.
commence, bearing in mind the
Commonwealth's actions in respect of
funding the Royal Perth Hospital north
block extensions?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) The $10 million estimate is expected to

adequately cover the cost of land,
buildings, accommodation, equipment,
services and inflationary factors.
A refinement of this Figure will be made
as more information comes to hand.
The need for this hospital at this time is
depiendent on the North-West Shelf off-
shore gas project going ahead.
Though Financial details have not yet
been completed, the project is expected
to be financed from State Government
resources in conjunction with the joint
venturers. The Commonwealth does not
directly contribute.

(2) Answered by (I).
(3) The contractual arrangements to be

entered into with the builder require the
hospital to be completed by 1983.

(4) Answered by (1).

NOON KANBAH STATION
Pamphlet

208. Mr BRYCE, to the Premier:

(1) Is it a fact that the Government is
having printed, at taxpayers' cost, a
pamphlet outlining the Government's
view of the Noonkanbah issue?

(2) What is the cost of printing such
pamphlets?

(3) How many copies of the pamphlets are
being printed?

(4) How are the pamphlets to be
distributed, and to whom?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) The Government routinely produces

pamphlets and other information
material on a Whole range of subjects.
The Government is producing a
pamphlet outlining the facts of the
Noonkanbab situation.

Mr Davies: You ought to be ashamed of
yourself-wasting the taxpayers' money
like that. Let us remind you about the
Fremantle railway.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I emphasise that
the pamphlet outlines the facts of the
situation rather than the Government's
view of it. The subject has been one of
such long public debate that the
Government decided to produce the
relevant information in a pamphlet so
that the public could study it properly.

(2)
(3)
(4)

$700.00.
2 500 at this stage.
Through normal
interested persons.
member so desires
autographed copy.

channels and to
If the honourable
I will send him an

NOONKANBAH STATION: VILLAGE
Minister for Cultural Affairs;

Press Statement
209. Mr HARMAN, to the Minister for

Cultural Affairs:
In view of-
(a) the letter the Minister has just read

to the House which indicates the
Noonkanbah housing proposition is
very much in the embryo stage, and
certainly no decision has been made
on it;

(b) the Press statement in The West
Australian on Monday attributed to
the Minister wherein he claims a $1
million, 60-house village is to be
build at Noonkanbah, and further
says that the village will be built in
the so-called area of influence on
the station, and that the local
Aboriginal community had given its
consent to the development,
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will the Minister write to the Editor of The
West Australian setting out the real
position?
Mr GRAYDEN replied:

Yesterday. I tabled in this House the
Press releases on which the story to
which the honourable member is
referring is based. If The West
Australian chooses to leave out of my
Press releases certain statements, that is
its business it has nothing to do with
me. The honourable member is not
going to get away with that sort of
allegation, because I intend to read my
Press releases. My Press release of 15
September states as follows-

The new village which the
Commonwealth Government is
planning to build at Noonkanbah
has the support and concurrence of
the State Government, the Minister
for Cultural Affairs, Mr Bill
Grayden, said today.

As the area is one which contains
ceremonial and ritual sites the
permission of the Museum Trustees
and the Government will be
necessary before the project can
commence.

Although the Proposed village is
within the so-called area of
influence at Noonkanbab it would
be clearly ridiculous to deny the
community the opportunity of
acquiring the new village, Mr
Grayden said.

The houses, with their
earthworks, foundations and septic
systems will make Noonkanbah one
of the foremost community villages
of its kind in Western Australia.

Although the site is within the
area of influence it is also on
freehold land. This does not exclude
it From requiring permission from
the Museum Trustees and the
Government before building can
cornme nce.

The Government would give
permission because the village was
clearly necessary and as with the
proposed Amax drill site no actual
sacred sites would be desecrated by
the work.

Mr Grayden said that survey
work by the Commonwealth
Department of Administrative
Services had been completed
establishing village boundaries.

Plans would now be considered
by the Village Management
Committee which is the joint State-
Commonwealth Committee and a
sub-committee of the Aboriginal
Affairs Planning Committee.

Mr Harman: So they have not given their
consent.

Mr GRAYDEN: This is what is contained in
my Press statement of 15 September. It
continues-

The Village Management
Committee with State Housing
Commission consultation will
consider the next stage which is to
make a formal approach to the
Commonwealth for funds with
consultation through the
Commonwealth Department of
Housing and Construction, State
Housing Commission, Community
Welfare and the Education
Department.

What could be more clear? My
statement goes on to say-

Noonkanbah has been on the list
for some time for the establishment
of a village.

It will probably be sited on
freehold land where the homestead
is now.

A note at the end of the Press statement
reads as follows-

NOTE: The Department of
Aboriginal Affairs has confirmed
that the Aboriginal community at
Noonkanbah has agreed to the
development of a housing
community near the station
homestead, in fact they requested
it.

Later in the day, after the Daily News
came out with its story, I put out a
supplementary statement, which read as
follows-

The Noonkanbah community
has given assent to the construction
of a $I million, or more, village in
the so-called area of influence at
Noonkanbah.
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The village will have a big impact
on the station and the area of
influence since, apart from the
homestead at Noonkanbah and one
or two other buildings, there is no
housing for the Aboriginal
community there.

The new building project will
mean that the area of influence will
become one of the biggest
Aboriginal communities in Western
Australia.

Point of Order
Mr DAVIES: Mr Speaker, yesterday the

Minister asked if these statements could
be incorporated in Hansard and, as I
recall it, you gave your permission. As
they are already in Hansard, I believe
the Minister is out of order in reading
them once again.

The SPEAKER: Order! The material in fact
was tabled yesterday and I believe it
inappropriate for the Minister to
continue to read from the statements.

Questions (without notice) Resumed

H EA LTH
Trachoma

210. Mr SODEMAN to the Minister for
Health:

Has the Minister been able to ascertain
whether the Hollows trachoma team was
still in the K~imberley when the by-
election of 1977 was held?

Mr YOUNG replied:
As I said the other day, the Hollows
trachoma team was in the Kimberley
during most of the campaign for the
1977 by-election. The team was still in
the Kimberley on 17 December 1977. 1
have already made it clear that members
of the team were present at that stage,
and that I had seen them in Broome. It
has been confirmed by information I
have in my fils that members of the
team were in the Kimberley during the
entire campaign period-at least, from I

December 1977 to 20 December 1977.
Three days after the by-election,
coincidentally, the team left the
Kimberley. It might also be of interest
for the House to know that-again,
coincidentally-the Federal election was
held on 10 December.

MEMBER FOR ROCKINGHAM
M~ail

211. Mr BARNETT to the Premier:

This morning, as is my usual practice, I
opened my post office box at 8.30 to
pick up my mail.

Mr Old: Had you had breakfast?

Mr BARNETT: Yes, I had toasted muesli.
Attached to one of the
envelopes-which was without a
stamp-was a sticker which read, "T
38c". There was also a yellow card
which read, "'Postage paid: nil. Correct
amount: 22c. Amount owing: 30c". In
other words, I was required to pay 38c.
On opening the envelope I found it was
sent to me by the Hon. D. J.
Wordsworth, the Minister for Forests.

Mr B. T. Burke: New economy measures!

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr BARNETT: Is this part of the
Government's continuing attempts to
balance the Budget?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
If the member has not any more to do
than ask a question like that-

Mr Davies: Take a joke occasionally.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Bryce: You poor old man.

Sir CHARLES COURT: If he has not any
more to do than ask a question like that,
I feel sorry for him. However, if he feels
upset, I will refund the amount to him,
and buy him a drink as well.
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GOVERNOR

Appointment
212. Mr DAVIES, to the Premier:

I will try to be serious, because the
Premier has no sense of humour.

Mr B. T. Burke: He is very crabby these
days.

Mr Bryce: Come on. He is an old man.
The SPEAKER: Order! The House will

come to order. 1 do not want to be
crabby.

Mr DAVIES: I ask ir a selection has been
made far the appointment of the
Governor of Western Australia, and
when will an announcement be made?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

Her Majesty has approved an appointee
for the office of Governor, and that will
be announced. An announcement is
imminent.
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